yt e 


Vol. XXXI,, No. 22. 














CASES REPORTED THIS WEEK. 


Jn the Solicitors’ Journal. 
Vv. ene 





v. Mayor, Aldermen, and 
T 8 of the City at Norwich... 348 Ss 











The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, MARCH 26, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s unprrstoop that the committee which has been sitting for 
some time to consider the question of the ization of what 
may be termed the Common Law Offices of Supreme Court 
have sent in their report, and that their recommendations involve 
very sweeping changes. 





We print elsewhere departmental directions which have been 
issued to the Summons and Order Department (Queen’s Bench 
Division) with regard to orders for the appointment of a receiver 
way of equitable execution. It will be seen that the directions 
relate to cases where the judgment for debt and costs is for less 
than £100 or Jess than £50, Where the camer Sent arenes 
£100 the conditions of the existing order g to appointments 
of receivers will apply. 





We print elsewhere an order for the tranefer of 100 witness | will 


causes to Mr. Justice Kexewicn for the purpose only of hearing 
or of trial. Thirty of these are taken from the list of Mr. Justice 
Currry, f from that of Mr. Justice Norrn, and thi 

that of Mr. Justice Srrmtme. i 

actions will be in the paper for hearing before the 19th of April, 
the first day of the Easter Sittings. 





Heng 1s a svacestion for the position of the new court which i 
wanted in the Royal Courts of Justice. A new building is i 

near Temple Bar for the Royal Courts Branch of the Bank | for 
of England. When that is ready a fine room in a qui iti 
in the Royal Courts will be vacated, and this would 
make a better court than many of those in the buildi 
were constructed for that purpose. 





Tue ust of dormant funds in court, which we recently 
to as having been published in a su ent to the 
Gazette on the 9th inst., contains, in addition to ti 
to which Chancery funds are standing, the 
which funds in the Queen’s Bench Division 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division are standing 
dealt with for fifteen yesrs, and also the 
formerly in the hands of the Queen’s Remembrancer. 
bare list of names and dates it affords but a 
searching through ite 140 pages as to the amo 
court, and the nature of the suit or proceeding. 
fund was placed in court. Such as it is, however, 
some who will be thankful for this meagre information. 
be stated here that the list is in alphabetical and legi 
order, and comprises cross-references to the names 
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persons froth appearing in his court. We print ip 


Mz. Fox, the registrar of the Croydon County Court, deserves 
Ste fo profession for the steps he has taken to prevent 
polumn a ae of an application made by an unqualified 


ordinary business of life cannot be carried on, still are not privi- 
leged. . . . Communications made toa priest i 
ype Ee ae by the peniteat to be more 
important even fe or his fortune are not protected, . . . 
therefore it must not be said that there is any principle which } 
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erson to the pote Be apt hue | 
judge wo ve his Gécision next to : mnasioets 

ay, wi win ¥ the sth & Ay Tt te Gan tak be OR Tor Rauway axp Qswit Shisne Bit Bees Es One 

oF ak ho souls exdlide unqt persons. We drew atten. | having specisl referende oa tc a tha ll te , 
Sila 5 Hinch Wind apo fo slo Drotstticn of the ition Ut datt | OR Am Poca talk oe Fo hey ion Bhatt which 
lectors &ppearing in The co courts as ts, and we | it is proposed that the rates way companies shall be 244 
then expressed the opinion that the riditich Won Yeah Mette pe seviein, is to cel ' canals also, and it is obvious that, in the 
of the At 6 & 7 Vict. v. 73 prohibits an tinquilified person frotn | ba8e 0 a Ce eee ae ae 
out any writ or process, or ebintheticing, carrying on, soliciting, poliey of bes, polls ms ‘om my wae Bh. in “ae 
5 Ay Seah, bun, He Se peeeeaNG, 1 Wb SED cok auito & revelation fe Ginel Gisiie, Wille the man bnowledes 


or 

of any other person or in his own name, . . . in any 
county court. The County Court Act, however, provides that 
the persons entitled to address the court are the parties to the 
proceedings, an attorney acting generally in the action for the 
; @ barrister, or, by leave of the judge, any other person 
tead wot the party to the proceedings. Who the “ other 
persons” contemplated are is not apparent, but it seems to us 
that the intention of the Legislature was to enable suitors to 
ear in county courts by their managers or clerks. This is borne 
by the fact that unqualified persons who conduct business in 
the county courts for other persons cannot recover any fee or 
rewatd for Going so, tinder 87 & 38 Vict. ©. 68, 8.12. This ques- 
tion came before the Queen’s Bench Division in 1881 in the case 
of Verlander v. Hdiols, which was an #ppeal from the decision 
of a by coatt fudge. Verlander was an “agent,” and he sued 
: for the following iteiis : —“ Paid for summons, 9s. : 
16é.; attetiding court and waiting upon defendant 
178,” Jadgment Was given by the county court | 
Wour of the plaintiff. The In ted Law Society 
froin this decision, and in the result the appeal 
- We hope that the society will be represented when 
comes on at Croydon on the Sth of April, and that, if 
the: Jtfige decides to allow viiqualified persons to appear in his 
Gecision of » higher court will be obtained on the ques- 

tion, {8 Xn important one to the profession. 


THERE to be Tittle ground for the contention 
which Father Ketinicen’s counsel Bought to justify his refusal % 
answer the questions put to hin ih the Irish Court of Bankrup 
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last week, as he apparently relied merely upon the fact that he had 
information in his capacity of a Catholic priest, but did 
that he had received it under the seal of the confessional. 
Even th the latter Gase there seems reason to believe that the 
would fot have been recognized, although in some cases 

udges grafited an indulgence to clergymen when claiming 
the Thus, in Broad v. Pitt (M. & M. 283), Chief 
Bust remarked :—‘‘ The privilege does not apply to clergy- 
tien... . I, forone, will never compel a clergyman to disclose com- 
tenes an by a prisoner, but, if he chooses to disclose 
th shall receive them in evidence.” Again, in Rey. v. Griffin 
(6Usk ©. C. 219), Mr. Baron Arpetson refased to admit evidence 
of statetnents made by 2 female prisoner to the chaplain of a work- 
house, that the p¥isoner’s desire to obtain spiritual 
fivice tendered it right that statements to a clergyman should be 
the Same footing as those made to a legal adviser. Mr. Justice 

f, fn is “ Digest of the Law of Evidence,” art. 117, lays 

thet “medical men and [ yrobably] clergymen may be compelled 

to ‘Gisclose communications made to them in professional con- 
fidence”; batin his notes to the same atticle he says that “tne 
whether clergymen, and partictilarly whether Roman 
can be compelled to disclose statements made to 

th , has never been solemnly decided in England” ; 
}. Brer (Law of Evidence, 7th ed., 522), although he quotes 

any stthorities, does not lay down any general rule on the subject. 
‘was verre aemony by to by Sir Groner Jussen in 

y v. Le Marchant (30 . R. 285, 17 Oh. D. 675), 4viiere he 
the following observations :—*“ There are many Gomminiamica- 
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which, though absolutely necessary because withoyt thet the 


that all canal rates throughout the country have been subjected to 
revision may bring canal conveyance into greater .*- 
Other clauses provide for the forwarding to the Board of Trade by 
each canal company fall and erga ge: el rates of carriage, 
of depth of the canals, of height and width of bridges, of the 
tonnage transported, of revenue, of ¢ iture, and, » of 
“‘ division of profits” ; for submitting r 
of Trade; for inspection of canals whenever may be “in 
such @ condition as to be dangerous to the pu ic, or to cause 
serious inconvenience or hindrance to traffic,” and for the pre- 
venting the funds of any railway company being used for the 
acquisition of any interest in a canal without the express authority 
of Parliament. The whole set of clauses is directed to the 
securing of that “ freedom and of transit from one part of 
the kingdom to the other” over a mots Hine of railway and 
catial Which Was mentioned as the main object of railway and 
canal legislation by the Parliamentary Committee, on whose 

the Railway and Canal Traffic Act of 1854 was founded. e 
stren of canal com with railways was, it will be 
remembered, attempted by Parliament vo far back as 1845 by the 
Acts which first enabled canal companies to act a8 carriers and to 
vary their rates (8 & 9 Vict. oc. 28 and 42); and in the Traffic 
Acts of 1854 and 1873 further strenuous endeavours were made 
to strengthen the canal link im a continuous line of communiwa- 
tion; but the success of these past efforts has hitherto been bat 


small. That canals are more snitable than for certain 
heavy traffic is undoubted ; but it is equally that, from 
the action of the rail companies, wely little use is 


made of canals, ape cases where canal co ies are 
ey independent of the railway companies. The clauses of present 


Bill go very far indeed in protective legislation, and, if they should 
pass and fail, we do not see what further can be done. 





A sort Brit has been introduced by Sir Ricuann Temrre and 
others for granting any stipendiary magistrate ‘“ who be 
desirous, from age or t i , of resigning his office,’ 
a i «not exceeding tero-thirds of salary” at the time of 

, the exact amount to be left te be determined by “ the 
municipal corporation charged with the payment of the salary.” 
The Bill does not apply to the metropolitan police magistrates, 
nor, as at present worded, to the cg og appointed in large 
towns under 26 & 27 Viet. c. 97. We think the principle a good 
petiage ret och ees ithin the va 
Act (ste Act of 1882, s. 161), as wel! as in ] 
26 & 27 Vict. c. 97 (see section 3 of that Act), hold office during 
hee Mapuaty'a atuatty bon ieonesh os Dee ea cer FS Ne eS 

i still willing to sit is less likely to happen than reten- 
tion of the post i ing unfitness from age; and we 
think it may be well to provide, by a system of pensions, for the 
prevention of any possible scandal arising from a magistrate con- 
tnuing to sit although dingualid by age or infirmity. Whether 
the salaries themselves might be diminisbed in consideration of the 
pensions is perhaps a question. 








‘The Glebe Lands’ Bil] was read a thir time In Yh House of Tarde on 
Tucelsy, Bill was a 
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THE LAW OF NEGLIGENCE AS } ARFECTED BY THE 
EMPLOYERS’ Li ny ee 











’ Tue case of Thine v. ine, decided in thd 
Court of Appeal, and elsewhere, is one of great 
. with regard to the conetraction .of the Act. 


(84 W. R. 74,17 


B. D. 414)3 dat, unfortunately, the not} 7 
unanimous, the Master of the tas decile aod the Tokponms D 


of Bowen atid Fry, L.J7. 
: The facts of the case wére these :—The 
: in the defendant’s brewery. There was 
round which there was a.rim foutteen inches high. The 
while pulling at & boerd het this 7ab, in conééquencd 
; board’s coming awey suddenly, fell backwards into the vat and 
was soaldéd. The cdwaty court judge foutid fur 
holding that the vat’s not. being fenced was & defect. in the plant 


poy: Deen Pally cle age Fe Act, and 

that the plaintiff had not been of any negligence. 

The Quen’ Boao Divison (Wie wad’ Geetha, -) reversed 
Gethin. _ . 

At the threshold of the inquiry arising facts there 


pany above 
lie important qtestions with regard to the scope dnd méanitiz of 
the Act, which is wor Be Be bag 
manship. As our feaders will be aware, 
uence of the wap 
of the doctrine of common 
of Priestly v. Fowler, We have oh 
this matter, and ventured to take exception to the terms in 
the fadges had formulated this doctrine in the cases on the 
It was said that the servant impliedly vontedéted to run the 
incident t0 the employment. This s his seemed to us 
as applied to many oases, untrue in fact-and to involve the 
petiteo prineipit. No sach vontract 
of cates, and the implication of it, 
of so-called implied contracts, merely came 
annexed an incident to a certain relation. 
thought that the real justification of the dootrige of 
Fowler lay %% the fact that the basiness fu. which the 
employed is carried on for the joint benefit of the master 
servant, wages being really, politico-economioally | 
share of profits, and that it is obviously mecessary to the 
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in his place, and such delegation is, —— ro, as much 
fellow-servants’ as the master’s benefit. It is clear that 
gets rid of the doctrine of common oe gem 
| run other risks than those caused by negligence of 
| servants. There are dangers from taachinery and such 
like. These dangers would come in the artificial formule 
that the servant had contracted to rua the risks incidental to the 
empl But, as we have said, we do not believe that 
form to be anything bat a mi ing phrase, 
pressed and, at the same time, affected to account for a resuit, 
result, no doubt, being correct, but not the reason given for it. 
The true maxim applicable to this class of dangers is, we think, 
Volenti non fit injuria. A man has dangerous miachinery the 
character of which it is open to anyone to peresive; and he 
employs & to attend to it or to work in connection with it. 
Of course, it is possible to express Leys result in terms of a 
contract. If I employ you to work with this dangerous ma 
you undertake to ran the risk of damage to yourself from it. It 
eeagee + Lao gee — in some cases there be some more or 
ess unde mental operation or ng corresponding 
to this formula, but the truth is that, unless. the 
depends on such « mental 
the legal result would be the same, whether there is such an under- 
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standing or not, it seems incorreet to state the law, in | of a 
contract. The substantially correct way of the t seems 
to be that, when a pereon willingly inours a risk, jt cannot be true 
to say that the mischief he sustains is caused oe OF 
breach of duty of another. The Master of the Rolle’ of the 


words of the Act, which say that the workman shall have the same | i 


right of neation against the 
the service of the employer nor engaged in 
can f, that they do. .away. 
the workman impliedly whdertook 


ee eeapiiat first developed inthe com has 


of businesses that the master should employ servants to do things | | 


which ex- 
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cause of the damage is the voluntary act of the party injured, he 
cannot recover. That is not the true meaning of volenti non fil 
We do not ourselves think that, if someone cena P 
an excavation in front of a man’s door, he is bound to stop in 
his house till it is filled up or take the risk of any attempt to get 
out—assuming that such an attempt is a reasonable one to make. 
Similarly, when a train is driven beyond the platform. It must 
be a question, to some extent, of degree. We cannot, however, 
think that theee are all mere questions of contributory negligence, 
' as the Master of the Rolls’ view would appear to make them. 
The occupier of the house and the railway passenger, in the cases 
we have put, do not bring themselves into the position in which 
they must choose between one of two evils—a serious loss or 
inconvenience, and running a certain amount of risk. The work- 
man who goes to work at a particular place, or continues working 
with knowledge of the state of things there existing, does 
so voluntarily, and has himself caused his exposure to the risk. 
We know that there are many who think that the necessity he is 
under of earning his bread practically compels him, in the sense 
in which we are discussing the meaning of the term ‘‘ voluntary ”’ ; 
and we fully expect that many of our legislators will be prepared 
to alter the law so as to give effect to that view. The case of the 
workman, however, is essentially different from those we have 
referred to. In the one class of cases the damage may result 
from the voluntary act of the party injured, but the 
situation out of which the occasion for that act arose was solely 
caused by the misfeasance or negligence of another. In the case 
of a workman the situation arises from his own volition. 








INSURANCE PREMIUMS AND THE DOCTRINE OF 
SALVAGE. 


Tuxar has been a marked tendency of recent years to apply the 
maritime doctrine of salvage to the preservation of a life policy 
pit x herr of the premiums, and when we remember how fre- 
quently this is really done, not for the benefit of the person paying, 
but for the benefit of a prior claimant, the extension of the doctrine 
is not unnatural. In spite, however, of the fact that it has been 
expressly recognized on the bench, has been repeatedly advanced 
in argument at the bar, and has found its way into the text-books, 
it has now received a decisive check in the Court of Appeal, as 
well as in the courts below, and it may be useful to observe how 
this has been brought about. 

The cases which had been chiefly relied on as establishing the 


principle were the following :—In West v. Reid (2 Hare, 249) an 
assignment of a policy was made to W., which was invalid for 


want of notice to the company. Hence, on the bankruptcy of the 
i it passed to the assignees in bankruptcy. W., however, 
paid the premiums, and it was admitted at the bar that he 
entitled to have them repaid tohim. Burridge v. Row (1 Y. 
- Ch. 188) was more complicated, but was briefly as follows: 
on his marriage with B., covenanted to settle £5,000, and as 
ity assigned to trustees a policy of insurance. B., who had 
y a life interest under the settlement, subsequently paid the 
and it was held that she was entitled to a lien for the 
80 In both these cases the person paying the premiums 
an interest, real or supposed, in the maintenance of the policies, 
while — by a mere stranger might well be excluded, 
a nd y tion was laid for securing the lien to all who 
could reasonably expect it. Accordingly, in the next case the 
doctrine was laid down more explicitly. This was Shearman v. 
British Empire Mutual Life Assurance Co. (20 W. R. 620, 
14 Eq. 4). Here P. mortgaged a policy on his own life to S., 
and became bankrupt. He continued to pay the pre- 
miume till his death, and then his widow and executrix was allowed 
to recover them for his estate. Apparently she claimed the whole 
policy, for she refused an offer of asum greater than the premiums. 
clearly 


oe 


i 


4EEE 


these, at any rate, Lord Romilly, M.R., held that she was 
entitled, and expressly stated that the premiums paid 
ere ame ie the bankruptcy were in the nature of salvage 
moneys. same doctrine seemed to be applied again in Gli 
v. Downing (22 W. R. 360, 17 Eq. 316). A married woman, 


who was tenant for life of « policy without power of antic:pation 
bat with a subsequent power of appointment, mortgaged it to G., 





who paid the premiums. When the life dropped, it was held that 
G. was entitled to be repaid the premiums at once. 

From these cases it is clear that the doctrine was gaining ground 
that anyone interested in the eee d might pay the premiums and 
expect to obtain alien upon it for the amounts, and Lord Romilly’s 
express allusion to salvage made such an interpretation of the law 
probable. It is curious that the two cases which first checked this 
tendency should both have been before Lord Justice Fry, who was 
also a member of the Court of Appeal which has finally destroyed 
it. Its defect lay in this, that it would, unless carefully guarded, 
have made it possible for a mortgagor to claim, in priority to the 
mortgagee, expenses which he had incurred in preserving the 
property. This, of course, would contradict a settled rule of law. 
In Saunders v. Dunman (26 W. R. 397, 7 Ch. D. 825), the first of the 
cases just referred to, the mortgagor, by taking out administration, 
had perfected the title of the mortgagee, and hence he claimed his 
expenses in priority to the mortgage. In answer to the argument 
that this could be. supported on the ground of an implied request, 
it was held that the motive which the mortgagor had in securing 
his own ultimate interest made any such implication unnecessary. 
But the cases cited above were clearly a difficulty, As to West v. 
Reid, Fry, J., pointed out that the question of lien was not 
really decided (merely, however, because it was thought 
too clear for argument), and, as to Shearman’s case, he 
chose to ignore the expressed ground of decision, and sup- 
posed that it went on the fact of the previous offer. How- 
ever, the whole matter was thoroughly discussed in Re 
Leslie (31 W. R. 561,23 Ch. D. 552), and the same judge, 
setting aside the doctrine of salvage, enunciated clearly the cases 
in which a lien might be created upon policy-moneys by payment 
of the premium. He further rejected the claim of a mere 
stranger, and even of a part-owner. In the case before him a 
husband had paid premiums on a policy effected by his wife before 
marriage, and had died without having reduced it into ion. 
A claim to repayment of the premiums on the ground that he had 
had a joint interest with his wife was made unsuccessfully on 
behalf of his estate. 

But it will be convenient to pass on at once to the most recent case 
—viz., Falcke v. Scottish Imperial tnsurance Co. (35 W. R. 143, 34 
Ch. D. 284),in which the decision in Re Leslie was indorsed and the 
question of salvage more fully onsidered. Here there was a first mort- 
gage to the insurance company itself, a second to Falcke, and the 
premiums were paid by the mortgagor. In the court below it 
had been held by Bacon, V.C., apparently on the authority of the 
earlier cases, that he was entitled to have them repaid to him out of 
the policy-moneys. In the Court of Appeal, however, those cases 
were explained away, and, from the judgments there delivered, 
combined with that in Re Leslie, it is possible to ascertain the 
law on the subject with some certainty. 

1. A lien certainly arises in the following cases :— 

(a.) Where there has been a contract with the beneficial owner 
of the policy to pay the premiums. Such contract may be express 
or implied. The latter would be the case where a request to make 
the payments could be implied, and it was stated by Cotton, L.J., 
that such request would be implied from slight circumstances. It 
was considered that this was probably the ground of the judgment 
in West v. Reid. 

(5.) Where trustees have a claim to be indemnified out of the trust 
property for money expended in its preservation. And the lien which 
they themselves would have is given to anyone else who actually 
advances money at their request. It is necessary, however, that 
they should not have a fund applicable to the purpose, for in this 
case neither they themselves nor the person advancing money 
will have a lien. Hence such person was refused his lien in Olack 
v. Holland (2 W. R. 402, 19 Beav. 262). This principle enabled the 
court to explain Gill v. Downing (supra), where the mortgagee, in 
paying premiums, only cnintead @ power expressly given to the 
trustees of the policy. 


(c.) Where a mortgagee adds to his charge money paid by him 
to preserve the property. 

(2) But where there is no contract, express or implied, it may 
sometimes be possible to support the claim to a lien on the ground 
of acquiescence. The mere outlay of money on property for 
the benefit of another person with a prior interest is not sufficient. 
This would let in the mortgagor in priority to the mortgagee. It 
is necessary, as was pointed out by Fry, L.J., that the person 
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expending the money should do so in a mistaken belief as to his 
title, and that the person benefiting by it should know of such 
mistake and yet not interfere. 

(3) If a person paying premiums does not come under any of 
these cases it is now clear that he cannot call the doctrine of 
sulvage to his assistance. Both Bowen and Fry, L.JJ., lay this 
down clearly. And it seems to make the matter no better that 
he has an interest as part-owner or otherwise in the policy. It is 
true the law is laid down differently in Mr. Crawley’s excellent 
book on Life Assurance. Thus, at p. 98, we read :—* If premiums 
are paid by persons having an interest in the policy—e.g., tenant 
for life or in remainder—the payments are in the nature of salvage, 
and the person paying acquires a lien on —— In support 
of this he quotes Burridge v. Row, Todd vy. Moorhouse (19 Eq. 69), 
and Gill y. Downing, all of which are explained away in the two 
cases we have been discussing. As to the first, not very clearly ; 
as to the second, on the ground of a request by the trustees to pay ; 
while the explanation of the third we have y seen. Perhaps, 
however, it would not be safe to say that no case can arise in which 
payment by a person interested would not be held to create a lien. 

We have pointed out that the unlimited application of the dec- 
trine of salvage would conflict with the rule as to money expended 
by a mortgagor. The difficulty seems to have been to distingui 
on principle between a mortgagor and those standing in his place. 
In practice the distinction was drawn easily enough; thus in 
Shearman’s case it was only to the premiums paid after the Lank- 
ruptey that the doctrine was applied, and the reason for this was 
clearly stated in Norris v. Caledonian Inswrance Co. (8 Eq. 127), 
where the executor of the mortgagor was allowed a lien, inasmuch 
as he had no business to pay away assets for the benefit of a par- 
ticular creditor. Thus the distinction would be between the 
mortgagor and his voluntary assigns on the one hand, who would 
be excluded by the ordinary rule, and his pe gecanag? Aagm = fae 
his creditors—on the other hand. Upon the same line with these 
would stand all persons with limited interests, who, through no 
fault of their own, are bound to pay the premiums or else look on 
and see their property wasted. It is submitted that the applica- 
tion of a doctrine analogous to that of salvage would have been 
reasonable and would have explained all the cases. It is difficult 
indeed to see how some, such as Burridge v. Row and Norrie v. 
Caledonian Insurance Co., come within the list of cases as now 
laid down, and yet the court seems to have abstained from over- 
ruling them. However, there is the list, and it seems clear that 
it must now exclude the more flexible application of the doctrine 
of salvage. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LODGERS’ GOODS PROTECTION ACT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Permit me to call, through the medium of your columns, the 
attention of solicitors Ke the country to the very useful Bill 
which the Right Hon. Sir H. J. Selwin-Ibbeteon has brought in for 
amending the Lodgers’ Goods Protection Act. 

The injury done by means of that Act to landlords is probably too 
well known to every owner and manager of houses let out in lodgings 
to require mention. An unscrupulous tenant lives on the rents 
which he receives from his lod and does not pay his own rent 
for the house he sub-lets, leaving the landlord to turn him out by 
action when two or three quarters’ rent have become due, at a cost 
porte Fae £30, and the loss, by the time that a judgment can 

obtained—if the tenant, as he frequently does, enters 
ap ce—of probably more than a year’s rent, 

e@ remedy pro by the Bill meets the case by 
superior landlord the right of distress on the lodger’s goods 
extent of the rent which shall become due from the lodger 
has notice from the superior landlord that rent is due to 
effect enabling the superior landlord by notice to attach the 
rent and transferring to the landlord the — of distress 
lodger’s rent accruing after notice, which, by as 
now vested in the fraudulent mesne tenant, and the Bill 
lodger, by very stringent provisions, fom a double distress. 

would urge all who ose nesses Deane of 
affected to bring the matter to the attention of 
in ar sg ly ed them to support the. Bill. 
absolutely free from all party or class colour ; it is the 
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“To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great 
., Britain and Ireland in Parliament = 
Seabed or pownas having experience in the management of such 
* Humbly sheweth :—That the Goods Protection Act, while 
it has operated in preventing their goods 


reat 
losses on the landlords of the 
rack rents and underlet in lod 
their only effectual means of 
them from their immediate lessees or tenants, in cases where such 
lessees or tenants, to avoid payment of their rent, keep few 
at ll pst wn on the premises, but regularly collect their 
1 8 rents, the lessees or tenants of that class of 
frequently persons of such small means that the for re- 
covering the rent as a debt 
can only recover possession of his house at considerable cost, with the 
loss of two or three quarters of a year’s rent. 


4 
i 
; 
: 
H 


ee ee eee It would merely transfer tem- . 
i tof distress from ’ 
‘* Your petitioners, therefore, humbly your Honourable House 
that the iy ae tn the eumeaptiah of belgian’ goods from dis- 
tress for superior rent may be amended 
mentioned or in such other manner as to your Honourable House 
shall seem just. 
“* And your petitioners will ever pray.” 
[We presume the intention is to give to the landlord the same 
of distress as the mesne tenant has—i.c., to distrain for the 
rent of the lodger as it becomes due,—Ep. 8.J.] 





. SOLICITORS AND THE IMPERIAL INSTITUTE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—In reply to the letter from ‘‘ A Solicitor ” in this week’s issue 
of the Soricrrors’ JOURNAL, it is believed by that the —— 
will assist in the federation of the empire, in 2% one, 
qzeat interest, Why Should eenester Sanaa a ? 
an @ marked man contributing. Everyone 
limeclf; but this is the national scheme, and it is, to my 





THE CORONER’S POWER TO FINE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnol.} 





who suffer the loss ref to. 
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As to the power of « coroner to punias for contempt of court, the 
ye pes opt eal teri y 
court isan inferior court of record, and, as such, has 
esaee nd ta fn foriediction, and inherent in it, a power to punish by 
im ent for contempt, if committed in court (Ea parte 
J. me bee br ao ri committed out. of 
¥ v. Troy, 4 

curt Oo contempt of process, the etd of the coroner is in no way 
limited by 7 & 8 Viet. ¢. 92, 5. 17, which ides a method for fining 

Sy ry 
to the coroner his Raye right of panisting for pis sha ey 
paging, fw give to the coroner Sple a of 

m gala ot Spiele te 

atmo 1 be mipone | t @ coroner would towing , 
dcuphon pron rv on «uy, be it seems to me to be clearly a 


been di oned 
ae res tC etaaae ae 
ge ek 


Braxtox Hicks, Coroner for Surrey. 
2, Elm-court, Temple, Bo March 23. 





OFFICIAL RECEIVER ». TAILBY. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
MORGAN ». HARDY (FOTHERGILL, Third Party)—O. A- No. 1, 2ist 


Inpeunrry acarnst Covanan? To Rerarrn—Banxkavuptcy or Surgery BErorE 
Tenuination or Lease—Banxavrrcy Act, 1869 (382 & 33 Vier. o. 71), 
8. 31. 


tas tothe construction of section 3 of the 


This raised an 
Bankruptey agreement made in 1873, Fother, il 
eer, ‘intents the de tendant against «covenant contained in 
lease fo the defendant by the ises in repair 
at the en ob is tren” tliascby  Gouieed. Te 1078 Poth ergill became 
bankrupt, and was dis in January, 1876. The term granted by 
the did not expire January, 1883. ge nai for 
bat ge podw ie gproment fo. Rite tar bed m 31 
of the A Pine ae , present or fatare, certain or contingent” 
to which he was subject at the time of the was - 
fore a debt provable in bankruptcy, from the 


ap 
aa 


vay LW. 


Peet cece a ESE onog Boe M.R., 
tet considered 


ene that the intention of 
LZo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} the 4 serene Mg he m he gig bfained his = i 
Siz,—-If you will take an opportunity of giving to the authorities claims o ae 
on the B sng question that “thorough consideration,” without was fi Gace eens Pa 
which, at p. 327, you tell us you are not prepared to say that the ate it, and the court consid ered that spc claim was not capable 
Qourt of Appeal were wrong, you will, I feel sure, no longer hesitate by estimated, there a 
im pronouneing the poke 26 eo count Sn. Fg shore, oie Se t be declared to be a bt uot noes ein bankruptcy. ‘Tos 
page find that, while indefensible on prin- mig section clear! span sae tes x] Wh R. A 
ciple, it ra fina authority on the obiter dicta of some eg oe question was of estimation, 
common law j in os ag « RM Read; such dicta having respect to | that cn tho dofendants to hare. bro t it before be 
& matter of these ju were miliar, and 
Seats res rs Lavery ser 
“ ann’ ¥. 
sists in treating Smale” as op to «“Indofinite ” ; pe 
fact, « contract to sell 500 of te, though perfectly te, * 


‘ ae on the other hand, a contract to all the tea 
me the ee this & yeas, next year, or during 
See is jus vat a much a contract for 
socdeec isc Oneer eal the chests now in his ware- 
= A -py is therefore equally entitled to specific performance. 
General assignments or re al of future property by rages 
the form of debentures, have long been familiar, 
oo rhesson day given of them, tither m an action 
chattels and book- 
Dy tho at show decision a aection of the Court of Appes} 


os sates © 






to criticize the utterly untenable distinction sug- 
ent of book-debts to arise in a particular 
mckt of all future book-debts ; but content 


g out that the judges who decided this case 
mes are logically bound to hold that a a git 
the testator’s real and personal estate : on Sai 








The following are the cireuite chosen by the judges for the ensvin 
which ce about the 19th of A 


In éffect) that the constant practice of five-and-twenty | P 





bape If he had it it wo! 
reek ech to aet his estimation, on the 
‘was, therefore, not 4 debt 
re could not have 
useless form.—Counsst, Francis 


ra Q.0.; and 7. Torrell ; 
Malniyre Oc. end Seutorrans, Wilkins, Blyth, 
¢ Dutton ; Kingsf 1 a ¢ 


MALLET e. HANLEY AND ANOTHER—O, A. No. 1, 2igt March. 
a CLAS TO ort Parrreonag "—Poene— 


IcT. ¢. ant . 2 
By section 2 of 28 & 29 Vict. se thera rivate 
Bill eball | the pream' perce the pro- 
moters of vexatious! bony pad on 


the Bill by the opposition of any Arnage pd ote the 
romoters shall be entitled to recover from the petitioner such me pe nt of 
their costs of the pesmiation of the Bill as the committee may think fit. 
In the session of 1886 the plaintiff was promoting a Bill for the abandon- 
Fs gun sre Act of Parliament in 1883. A 
" in the name of ag ey ome and 

e dics sealed wi e company’s 

Le wie! jes company, and the 

tat the preamble of the 
had been yexatiously 
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an ae. He considered that such a construction of the 
itis Neelice tas couattnce ak they Caneeeney ‘eutete Sb 

Were e comm as 

case, he thought the committee had crindicton to ingute wheter they 

really the petition, and the 

exercised that juriediction, there was a! evidence on » they 

could find the defendants to be the real petitioners.—Counszt, Bigham, 

Q.0., and 7. W. Chitty; H. D. Greene, Q.0., and H. Kisch. Soxrerrons, 

Torr @ Ce. ; W. Whitfela. 


THOMAS v. QUARTERMAINE—C. A. No. 1, 2ist March. 


Emproszns’ Liapurry Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vicz, c. s. 1—K now .spcr 
or PLaintirr—Derence or ConrrrsvTory NsGLicENcs. 


The plaintiff was a workman employed in the defendant’s brewery, 
whil ; Z g underneath one ot 


bed « tim raised only fourteen inches above level 
The county court ju 8 me Was 
the of the defendant, since the rim did 5 
tection to the vat. The Divisional Court reversed this decision 
741, 17 @. B. D. 414), on Ge Pos Oa ee defect 
condition of the ways, works, and machinery. : ves ae 
Tae Cover or Arrzat (Bowen and Fay, LJ. 

dissenting) now upheld this decision, but on 
said the case was one of great importance, sin depend 
struction of the Employers’ Lia Act. Th their opi 
not more than remove such fetters as were imposed 

master and servant. The Act had placed 


in a ition as advari but 26 1 
bse ag S "tt who 
m 


‘ 
: 


¢ 


his master’s premises, 

aster. The workman would have 

breach of. duty by the master towards the 

of duty was the proximate cause ‘of the 
knowledge of the risk on the part of 


the iman 
amount ‘to & conclusive defence, still imu ‘ circumstances 
Which shewed that the risk was volun hig le would amount 


155 . v. 
view, case must be overruled. Lord Eanun, » & 
the quest was one of fact for the . 
was evidence on which he was justified 


had . che : : s'? 
Sri Sa part of the pl On Wet vince thé coun’ 
D ' M4 


Roots tbe danger ind bok valent coed te, Ie the eee ot 
Weblin ¥. Ballard (G4 W. R. 17 Q.' conte this 


court judge had found, as a at th 3 i 
gence, Sts Cee gout ha 90 gov terfere with that findt 
UNeEL, Crump, Q-C., and H ; Graham and E. P. Hewitt. 

tors, Summerhayes ; Wansey, Bowen, ¢ Co. 


ADAMS . BATLEY—O. A. No. 1, 23nd March. 


Pracnecre—InrsRuocaTonizs—Punatty—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 15, 8. 2; 5 & 6 
Vier. co. 45: . 


This al fro divisional court ordering the defendant to 
answer the plaintitr « intertogatories 3° ction was brongh 


rtain sums of forty shillings of co t 
certain, sanaloal compesitions Sader $ & 4 WHI. Kc, 16, &. 2 ws extended 
Prevage come Re SEEM PT, . that section any persor 
infringing é 8 } iia PAC! 0 
of the com: ition the t of an 


billings, of to the fall bekebt' ce lventngt ta 
pach representation Or the i ’ ea es ustained b 
am, wer shall be the greater ¢ ne 








answer the in 


ma a Etare whee 





the defenc L Way of pund 
; : 

Sort Nilen Gor iecoss, 

Maychester ; Grayston. 


Be CROSSLEY, MUNNG 4. BURN—O. A. No. 2, Sist March. 


Cuprosmep—Barases on Desuet-<See. Seapets Sone ae oar 
6 Beieuen 


MIntstRaTiON AcTidN BY . EDIRC 
= _— to Acrion—Banxarupror Aor, 1869, 5 28—Dznrors" Acr, 
1869, s. 15. 


In this case a question arose as to the effeetofa composition under section 






28 of the 1 ; 
Slt dies tcion HEC et ee eae 

ion o 7 rte night. ** : 
the ot a epeclal feastution of 


etin of which norco has Been | parti é oF 
pon Reeok Bes aeerh op he bank 


such 
the ee tore, bo fat an it 


i 
4 
art G 
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4 
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the —OCovunsz1, Young ; , ¢ 
Clerke. Soricrrons, John Holmes ¢ Son ; Leathley ¢ Phipson. 
Re HASTINGS, HALLETT v, HASTINGS—O. A. No. 2, 22nd 







March. 
Manzrep Womax—Suranats ee Nee or Luarrattons (21 Jac, 1, 
c. 16), s. 3. 
This from 6 pn of J. . 60, 85 W. R. 
135), The que rile fps the State of Limitations es by 


Sil wnta cauming tes band to 
ought not to be tree 
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stilt | 
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as be thought . Z the Spproval 
court, and O ehe apo sae onktt cea be ale iets 
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WELDHEN »v. SCATTERGOOD—C. A. No. 2, 23rd March. 


Arrzat—Szcurnrry ror Cosrs—Marrrep Woman—Szrarats Estate— 
Maznrep Women’s Prorzrty Act, 1882, s. 1, sun-section 2. 


The question in this case was whether a married woman, who is an 

* appellant, can be required to give security for the costs of her appeal if it 
is shewn that she has not the means of paving the costs if unsuccessful. 
Sub-section 2 of section 1 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, 
provides that a married woman shall be capable of suing and being sued, 
either in contract or tort, or otherwise, in all respects as if she were a feme 
sole, and ‘‘ any damages or costs recovered against her in any such action 
or proceeding shall be payable out of her separate property, and not 
otherwise.” It was argued that the above words in inverted commas pre- 
vent the court from requiring a married woman to give security for costs. 
Tux Oourr or Arrzat (Corron and Lrnpier, L JJ.) held that there was 
no foundation for this argument, and required the appellant to give 
security.—Counsrt, J. Cutler ; J. Henderson. Sorictrors, Pitman ¢ Sons ; 
F. J. § G. J. Braikenridge. 


Re THE CHELSEA WATERWORKS CO.—Kay, J., 12th March. 


Lanps Crauses Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vicr. c. 18), s, 69—LANDs TAKEN FROM 
RPORATION WHO HAVE NO Powser TO Sz1i—PURCHASE-MONEY PAID 
into Count—Payment ovr—Persons “ ansoLuTety Entire.’ 


The Metropolitan Board of Works, acting under the provisions of the 
Lands Clauses Act, purchased compulsorily certain lands belonging to the 
Chelsea Waterworks Co. in fee, which were actually in use at the time 
for the purposes of the company ; and another site for the water pipes 
was ed. The company was incorporated under an Act of 1852, 
which incorporated the Lands Clauses Act, and they had no power to sell 
other than superfluous land. The purchase-money was paid into court 
under section 69, and the company now petitioned that it might be paid 
out to them as being persons ‘“‘ absolutely entitled to such money ’’ within 
the section. It was also argued that it ought not to have been paid into 
court. 

Kay, J., said that he could not follow The Caledonian Railway Co. v. 
The City of Glasgow Union Railway Co. (Sc. Sess. Cas., 3rd series, vol. 7, 

. 1072), and must hold that it was right to pay the money into court. 
¢ it could not be. applied according to any of the directions given in 
section 69, ing ak ae to pay to the persons absolutely entitled. The 
company were lutely entitled, and the money must be paid out to 
them.—Counsz, J. Dizon; F. Pownall, Sotxcrrons, Few ¢ Co. ; Solicitors 
to the Metropolitan Board of Works. 


Re FLETCHER, SMITH v. FLETCHER—North, J., 17th March. 


Wiu1i— Construction —Powszr to Trustszs ro expeND Monzgy In 
Compietinc AND Fournisuinc a Hovss. 


The question in this case was whether certain expenditure which the 
trustees of a will proposed to make was authorized by a power given to 
them by the will to expend money in the completion and furnishing of a 
mansion houe. The testator was a domiciled Englishman, but he had an 
estate in Scotland called the L. Estate. Hs made an English will of 
‘his personalty ; he also made a Scotch deed of disposition and settle- 
his Scotch real estate. By this instrument he settled the 
L. Estate on his son F., whom he constituted heir in entail. The 
testator had before his death commenced extensive alterations in the 
mansion house on the L. Estate, which were not completed at the time of 
his death. Sg to his English will he directed that, in case he 
ehould die the mansion house which he was building on his L. 
pleted, “tarnished, and ; ory ae ie eae moat 7 

A P vely, his executors should pay to 
the trustees of his Scotch trust d tion and settlement such a sum not 
less than £5,000, nor more thaa £15,000, as such trustees in their absolute 
discretion should deem necessary or proper for the purpose, to be 
expended by them in or towards the completion, furnishing, and planting 
respectively of the said mansion house and the outbuildings, ens, 
arounds thereto. The Scotch trustees desired to apply the whole sum of 
£15,000 on certain proposed expenditure. As the executors of the English 

same Scotch trustees, 
the decision of the court whether the proposed 
expenditure was authorized by the power. Among the items of the pro- 
—_ for the of apparatus for 

ty 


persons as the 


sum of £3,738 for garden houses, a 
Sep money Sie Se visto, pictures, china, books, and other articles, 
£1,000 for one picture, which had been already bought by 


No J., was of opinion that the expenditure of a amount on 
installation of electric lighting apparatus was BAA, 9 pottery as was 
pasar en houses and plate, ree Fae books 
roper. But he ht 
a ie oem ustified in ying the £1,000 for the picture which he tie 
.—— Counset, Napier Higgins, Q.0., and Methold ; 

Finlay, VC., and Ingle Joyce. Sorscrrons, Gregory, Roweliffes, $ Co. 


Re HURTER—North, J., 23rd March. 
For Costs—Arr.iication sy Morton on Summons— 


The opponents cf an application for the tration of a word as a 
trade- obtained in chambers, on the 24th of F , an order that 
the applicant, who was a foreigner residing out of the j 


7 
_ 





give security for the costs of the And it was ordered that, 


until the security was given, the should not take any further 

in the matter it the opponents. The security was not 

given, on Re TED 08 eae ie See we notice of a motion 

the 18th of March, before North, J., in court, the reyes 

be ordered to give the security within seven days, and that, of 

his doing so, his application might be with costs, without any 
further order. 

Norrs, J., held that the op its were entitled to the prerem 
order for which they asked. But he said that the application ought to have 
been made, not by motion in court, but by summons in chambers, and 
therefore he should only allow the opponents the costs of a summons.— 
Counsst, Cozens- Hardy, Q.0.; Ingpen. Sorrcrrors, Janson, Cobb, $ Co.; H. 


STANLEY v. MAYOR, ALDERMEN, AND CITIZENS OF THE CITY 
OF NORWICH—Kekewich, J., 23rd March. 
Fresmen—Ovstom—Monicreat See Acr, 1835 (5 & 6 Wut. 4, 
c. 76), 8. 2. 


In this action, which was brought by four freemen of Norwich on 
behalf of themselves and the other freemen, the plaintiffs claimed as their 
vate pi some eighty acres of building land, called the Town 
lose, at .. It formed part of land formerly belonging to the 
Prior of Norwich, which he had released to the “* mayor, sheriffs, citizens, 
and commonalty”’ in pursuance of a a a of a dispute about the 
respective rights of the priory and the Y- In 1524 the corporation 
directed that no *‘ fo inhabitant” put any beast to pasture on 
this land, but only “citizen inhabitants,’ and it appeared from the 
evidence that the rent of the land had, until a year or two since, been paid 
to the freemen. It was contended on behalf of the defendants that the 
property bel to the co: m for the benefit of all the citizens and 
not to one class of them. 

Kexewicn, J., said there were many questions of interest in the case, 
but the main one was whether, having to the Municipal Corpora- 
tions Act, 1835, s. 2, the in question was the private propery of 
one particular class of the inhabitants. The clause of the Act was e80 
terms :—‘‘ And w in divers cities, towns, and boroughs, the com- 
mon land and public stock of oe Or hie and boroughs, and the 
rents and profits thereof, have and ap’ for the particular 
pear of — Se freemen, and burgesses of the said cities, towns, 

s respectively, or 

kindred of them, aopoe er them, sod Sones aes Sppree ve Bene 
pexaree :. Sp Paperen Goeete:. Seen Steer sean sae, Sew is, or 

ereafter may be, an inhabitant of any borough, and also every person 
who has been admitted, or who now is, or hereafter may be, the wife or 
widow, or son or daughter, of any freeman or burgess, or who may have 
espoused, or may hereafter espouse, i 
freeman or burgess, or who may have been, or may hereafter be, 
bound an apprentice, shall have and enjoy s 
to acquire and enjoy the same share and benefit of the 
lands, tenements, hereditaments, and of the rents and profits 
therefor, and of the common lands and public stock of any borough 
or body corporate . . . as fully and » and for such 
time and in such mammer as he or she, by og Maroy charter, 
bye-law, or custom in force at the time of passing Act, might or 
could have had, cy pom or enjoyed in case this Act had not been 
passed.” He sho decide the case as if it had been brought the da 
after the of the Act. The question really reduced itself to 
—how had the been held and enjoyed for the last 350 years? 
From the extracts produced from the documents of the Corporation, it 
was cleer that, when there were progr oe from the land, freemen, and 
freemen alone, were entitled to share them. It had been suggested that 
their enjoyment of these rents and profits was of grace, not of right, 
but the entries did not bear this out. At the time, then, of the passing 
of benbe goon op bee os eyuee Foe 1835, the freemen were in the enjoy- 
ment of Property, and their saiormanh he thought, came un 


be 
held the Town Close in trust for the freemen of the city of 
Norwich, and an account ; also an inquiry as to who were 
the freemen entitled to the benefit of the declaration, and any question 
as to what constituted a freeman of ges pate Bae: ao 
to Attorney- to a ra 
. be wo advised, 
EL, Warmington, QC., Swinfen Eady, and Shearman; Barber, 
Martelli, tor J. Sta eee Ghatps, er Radoa ¢ manta 
‘artelli, for J. ; itchard, § rpe, for 
i. 3. Miller, Norwich ; Hore¢ Co. y : > 


In the Goods of PRICE—P. D. & A. Div., 22nd March. 
Propate—Marrgizep Woman—Liurrep Granr—GenzraL Granr—Manr- 
nrgp Women’s Prorzery Act, 1882, as. 1, 6, 7, 23. 
J was given in this case on an application for a it of - 
bate the wil of marriod woman in a general form, end not in the 
form, 


limited to such personal aap Rareeand bed 6 ee 
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Price, and *he said Frances Amelia Price her executor and executrix. In 
support of the motion it was contended that since the of the 
Women’s Act, 188%, there was no for 


Married 
the old form of limited grant. Section 1, sub-section 1, had rendered a | created, and 


married woman capable of acquiring, holding, and disposing, by will 

otherwise, of any pro ait ae were & Anctie and the thus con- 
ferred was subject tono limitation. The provisions of 5, 6, and 23 
were also referred to, and Se ee ee ee 
much inconvenience when stock to be sold. The case stood over, in order 
to enable Butt, J., to consult the registrars of the division as to the 


Burt, J., now said that, while understanding the reasons for the form of 
grant hitherto followed in the case of the wills of married he had 
never been able to understand its eye ang! it a to that, 
in the face of recent legislation, the old not to be insisted 
upon, and since the Married Wemente Srnery dem 1882, had altered the 
position of a married woman with to 


posing f te perty the probate —_ con a 

0 , the f 

form. 2 added that * e president of the division had 

ai ang —— course being followed.—Oounssi, Houghton. LICITORS, 
atham ¢ ° 


HARRISON e, HARRISON—P. D, and A. Div., 22nd March. 


E 


1857 (20 & 21 Vier. c. 85), s. 32. 


Judgment was given in this suit on a petition for variation of settle- 
ments and for permanent maintenance after a decree dissolving the 
marriage on the ground cf the husband’s cruelty and adultery. 
appeared from the registrar's ye that the respondent had no 
property into settlement, and that the property t into t 
comprised a sum of £1,000invested on ae cn ay me ge PE SK or} 
annum, and the tioner’s reversionary in one- ofa of 
£5,074 4s. 2d., ¢ the death of a lady now about seventy-five years of 
age. The trusts of the settlement were for the petitioner for life, and after 
her death, in default of children, for such person or persons as the wife 
should by deed or willappoint, and, in default of appointment, as if she 
had died intestate and unmarried. There were no children of the 
matriage. The husband’s income, derived from various stocks and 
shares, was about £400 per annum, and he had a reversionary interest in 
8 fund of about £7,700 (producing an income of about £340 per annum) 
on the death of his uncle. The wife's present income out of the 
property was about £40 per annum, and on the falling in of her reversion- 
ary interest it would be increased by about the same sum. The registrar’ 
report proposed that the respondent should pay to the a yearly 
sum of £110 during their joint lives and until the falling in of his reversion, 
after which he should pay an additional £100 per meg Baty + gay to 
be reduced by £40 whenever the petitioner’s reversions 
the motion to confirm the 8 report the 
contended that the court could not take the 's reversionary 


at the date of the decree. Application was also made 
direct the insertion of a dum sola et casta clause in the deed. 

autherities were referred to :—Fisher v. Fisher (28. & T. 410) ; oy. 
Sidney (48. & T. 178); Gladstone v. Gladstone (24 W. RB. 739, 1 P. D. 

Hart v. Hart (30 W. BR. 8, 18 Ch. D. 670); Medley v. Medley (30 W. 
937, 7 P. D. 122). 

Burr, J., now said that he could not accede to the full extent to the 
respondent’s contention that upon a petition for permanent maintenance 
the court had no power to deal with the reversi interest belonging 
to the husband; but he should not be disposed to with it except under 
exceptional circumstances, as, for instance, if there were no other means 
of making provision for the wife. Under these circumstances he ordered 
Seine’ theke 4 mt wae fe rede a es aan 

uring t oint lives, leaving the "s 
Setecthed. he dum sola rye clause was an unusual one under the 
circumstances, and he declined to order it to be inserted in the deed.— 
Counset, Bayford, Q.0., and Barnard; Inderwick, Q.0., and Searle. 
Soxicrrors, Hughes ¢ Son; A. T. Cox. 
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BANKRUPTCY CASES. 

Ex porte BRODERICK, Re BEETHAM—O. A. No. 2, 18th March. 
Equrrastzy Monreacre—Panot Acresment—Part Psrvonmance—Sraruts 
or Fravups, 

The question in this case was whether a bankrupt before his bank- 
ru sey, ghost a valid equitable m of certain estate belonging 
to hin: His mother was the tenant eles ie othe a; 
elder brother were res; en’ a 

potas A share of the farm. 
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SOLICITOR STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
21st March—Joun Davanavx Pues (Wrexham). 
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ACCOMMODATION FOR PRISONERS AWAITING 
TRIAL. 


Tua report of the committee appointed last year “‘to inquire into the 
accomm m for prisoners in court-houses and other placeg 
swaiting trial at assizes and sessions, and to report what alterations 
ay consider desirable in the existing arrangements,” has recently 
The committee deal in detail with the existing accommodation 
in ‘about 200 of the court-house lock-ups. They say that ‘‘ in some order 
and cy are attempted to be enforced by the presence of an officer 
among the prisoners ; in others no officer could be expected to endure the 
; in which the prisoners have to spend their time; and the 

of that promiscuous association, against which it has been 

t Object of modern prison discipline to guard, must be encountere 
and even days together, by children, women, and men who 
may be, and some of whom are, innocent. In some places where separa- 
tion is effected it is by means which appear to be capable of amounting 
Lig = Hoy apa Men and women are, in many such places of deten- 
ted for many consecutive hours, sometimes for many consecutive 

sua: Raxes oF Cuphoneds , in some instances, as little 

by 2ft. lin. (Gloucester, where prisoners have been con: i 
six days running), and even 2ft, Gin. by 1ft. 9in. im ane 
min). This practice is more common than might be sup- 
as the owing spec : Criminal Cou, 
2ft. 6in. by 3it. ; Surrey Sessions, 3ft. 10in. by 2ft. 2in. ; Clerken- 
4ft. by 2it. 9in. ; Devizes, 2ft. din, by 2ft. 6in.; Salisbury, 
-; Marlborough, 2ft. by 2it, 4in. ; Gloucester, 2ft. lin. by 










2ft. 


-; Lewes, 2ft. Gin. by 3ft.; and Bodmin, 2ft, Gin. by lft. 9in. 
it is considered that a great many of such cells are all but dark, 
inmates there is no ty of distraction of any kind, 


some are clcese and overh by hot-water pipes or gas burners, 
in others the tempersinge in winter is often an low se 40 t 0 
e damp and unprotected stone floors, it is not using the 


in to'say that such a method of confinement may inflict great 
of end mind, and that its wholesale adoption savours 
\ oe a enenaes © conan’ ata ig 
are no seats ewcastle-under- , Or 

seata of beck (Dorchester), or of stone (Lancaster). 7 
ner ange = oe oe a ST pap Ee oagy: Fog 

: cbr, e method o urning the 

the inmates would be in partil or total darkness om 

the exception than the rule te find adequate ventilation, the 
state of the atmosphere at the close of the day must necessarily be foul 
ny epee In some cases the offices of nature, if performed at 
all, m performed in the presence from two to eight or ten specta- 


The committee sa :—“* It will be necessary as things stand, and in an 
case able, to work through the local authorities, and as far as bom f 
tectaesis te ‘the repreemiation sumnigiieas dt ti Bceed Grcmatedanas have 
been eg ee receiv ori ia tee 








a 
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i? 


order, not exceeding 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISON. 
Oxpzr or QGourt. 


Th 
Whereas, from the present state of the 
Mr. Justice iret 3 Ree 
respectively, it orp a 
Justice Chitty, Mr. oe ESS 
urpose 0} ing or 
Row the ty ee 
Be eae 
set forth in the schedules hereto 
Mr. J Oniey, Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, for the purpose 
gg te d set the several offices of the 
an e 0! 
Divislon of the Feadcs?® 


Court of 
From Mr. Justice Currry (Witness Actions). 
Tristam v Eld 1886 T 253 Dec 17 
Randall v Evans 1886 R 879 Dec 20 
In re Moone, decd, Moone v Moone 1886 M 1499 Dec 21 
Condy & Mitchell, ld, v Taylor & Go, ld 1886 © 3824 Deg 23 
in : MA Taylo sed, Turpin ia Pata 1966 T 1458 Jan 5 
n re or, v ‘an 
Elle'y Workean’ 1886 E 6811 Jani 
Panchard v Imperial Continental Water Qorporation, ld 1985 P 2767 
Jan 6 


It the property is pensoaliz than leasehold), t 
be sealed to tho amount o ler ining in 
o t 


siness hefore Mr. Justice Chitty, — 

and Mr. Justice Kekewich ~ 
of the causes to Mr. 
. Justice 


to Mr, Justice Kekewich. ~ 






J 


Rigeatagiam god Disteich Land Co, 1@, vL@NWRy Co 1886 B STL | 
an 


Ford, Rathbone, Cov Aspdin 1886 F 431 Jan8 
Earl of Darnley ¥ London, Chatham, and Dover Ry Co -1886 D 82 


Jan 13 
Berriman 1886 Y 220 Jan 20 
Patents Investment Co, 1d, v 1886 P 2372 Jan 20 
Pile v Simons 1886 P 1923 Jan 22 7 
TA SS Aree Saree Coppen, decd, Moreten vy Coppen 1886 M 
an 
Clay y Bracken 1886 © 3145 Jan 28 
Baroness Wenlock v River Dee Co, 1d 1886 W 1293 Jan 31 
Duck ¥ Hen 1886 D 1900 Jan 31 
v 1886 P 1795 Feb 3 
Ha v 1886 H 4170 Feb 4 


t and Coke Co v South Met Gas Co 1886 G 1980 Feb 12 
decd, Hill v 1885 M 3792 Feb 14 
1886 H 4163 Feb 14 


v 
Stobbs v Kelsey 1882 
In re W. Farrow, Moore v Farrow 
Bunting v Mulkerntors 
In re er, Barnett v 
Wood v Aylward 1886 
am Vv 
v Poole "1868 f 
Watson 1885 EB 446 6 
Etheuit Paget v Ellis 1886 PF 1,318 Dec7 


af 


v 


fe 


1886 B 3,401 
vOon 1686 M ro Jan 
v Booth 1886 R 871 Jané Bg 
Tennant, Widow, ¥ Lord Claud Hamilton 1,986 
t London & MW Ry Oo 1685 B 2,750 Jen li = 
Woolf vy Woracott 1886 2,344 Jan 11 


, the 24th day of March, 1887. 2 


should for the ff 


hestinig: Or Of trial’ ant be ae 
Cty tod thieneder Ws to be Uae 


EY Ste tet at al ts Os 


1¢ 
at 1 
: in } 
| Ta | 
= oe 
. = 
2 

: 

4 
for 

+ gate 

. oe judi 
: 





PSs Bs > tie 1) 
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By x Baty sher oy 1a age Jan Rs 
sts. of Wd vA 


Footer v eee Wheeler 1 FP 1120 Jan 
Earl Sydney v Lowe 13886 § 1,985 Jan 28 
Fox Bros, & omy. v Paget 1886 pa 1, a” 28. 


Lovejoy ¥ Du L 
Robertson v me nl 1986 R 2, Sons 
87 The Sun Permanent Building Society ia 1886 & 2,013 Febl 
mitt, From Mr. Section teil (Wilts Actions) 
ewich ustice G 
> Mr. In re Naylor, aad iain 3 1885 bey a Deo 17 
or the Oa 91 
oe Gerpagh ve 36 Doe 
Lord Rawlins v Webb 1884 R 2104 March 30 
causes Gotaey v 1885 G 2315 April 3 
e said kidmore v § ore 1886 8 176 May 10 
jo Wr. Freke v Houseman 1885 F 823 Oct 25 
nd be Hough v Saul 1885 152 Oct 26 
drawn Coates & Co hog es} ree 1886 © 72 Oct 28 


se bar aaaiar He 2 is Yer? 


Richards vy Deane 1886 R 353 Nov 10 

Branchi v Bennett 1886 B 1757 Nov 15 

Morgan & Oo, ld, vy ES Windover & Oo, 1d 1886 M 1220 Nov 16 
Eady v Ead 1886 E 698 Nov 17 

Soibener 7 icat & ors 1886 G 808 Nov 18 

Fisher v Holland 1885 F 759 Dec 1 

Russell vy Geere 1886 R 450 Dec 6 

In re Rust, Bull v Rust 1886 R 1802 Dae 14 

Prior v Moore 1886 P 2,346 Deol 

Newen v Owen 1886 N 677 Deir 


2767 Ferris, Townsend, & Oo. y Weston 1886 F 925 Dec 17 
In re Trueman, B v Turn 1886 T 521 Deo 9 
BST In re Trueman, B v Turnbull 1986 T 522 20 


Smith v School Board Prescott 1886 8 1,252 Dec 30 


A Braided Wire Co. v Thomson & Oo, 1886 A 4136 Jan5 
» 82 Foster v Holland 1886 F 1,180 Jan5 
School Board tor London vy Blum 1884 L 2,914 Jan l4 


Pitocongh + Tester, 1886 E 763 Jan 15 

In re e Harold Head, Head v Head 12886 H 3,856 Jan 17 

36 M Harssvry, O. 
RSS 


LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY, 
The Hon. Ricuanp Dsxman, barrister, died at Q Wester- 
cere Foley Cong Aa E 
e was educated at ii oe 


Justice Denman. He was born in 1814, 


at Trinity College, Cambridge. He was called at Lincoln's-ing 
in Easter Term.” 1888, ne i eg! ix me vorthens Circul 


In 1840 he was aj ly , imi Justice of 
England, to 0 peg 
since 1876 acted in + oie capacit, t ' iG 3 val 


Denman was heir-presumptive to 


eee AL Susy. re, a eae ae ae ee at 









Supreme Court of 
four sons and one daughter 


3 i 1§81, and is ¢manber of the hy Din : 


died a. QODTHORPE ce, Mit Hawa : 
ai 
" fn his seventy- ir Brandon ashe 


Brandon caste fe Stan tans 
comer own Clerk of London), pon pong 
St. Paul*s School. He was 


eg 
of the Mayor 
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Mr. Wiiu1am Paicz Hveuss, solicitor (of the firm of ~~ & Price), 

of Worcester, has been sppointed by the h Sheriff of Worcestershire 

(Mr. William Edward Everitt) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the 

Soene year. Mr. Hughes is also under - sheriff for the city of 
ir ag He was be tted a solicitor in 1859. 


Epwarp Leapsrrrer, solicitor {of the firm of Leadbitter & 
Manin. of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, has been appointed by the High 


Sheriff of Northumberland (Mr. Ralph Atkinson) to be Under-Sheriff of 
that ‘say Pm for the ensuing year. Mr. Leadbitter was admitted a 


Mr. i en Tooxe Hats, solicitor and notary (of the firm of 
Hansell & Hales), of Norwich, has been appointed by the High Sheriff of 
Norfolk (Sir Alfred Jodrell), to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the 

year. Mr. Hales was admitted a solicitorin 1874. He is deputy- 
registrar of the Archdeaconry of Norwich. 


Mr. Joux Sroxaut Dopps, Attorney-General of Tasmania, has been 
= Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of that Colony. Mr. 
ustice Dodds was born in 1848, and he was called to the bar in Tasmania 

pe 1872. He is a representative of Tasmania at the present Colonial 
ference. 


Mr. Joun Srewarr Lavaie, eolicitor (of the firm of Roberts & Laurie), 
of Beaumaris and Llangefni, has been appuint«d by the h Sheriff of 
of Anglesey (Sir Robert William Bulkeley) to be Under-Sheriff of that 
Pogue d for the year. Mr. Laurie was admitted a solicitor in 1882. 

oar eee Mr. John Rice Roberts, is town clerk of Beamauris. 


Mr. Wii™ Atexanper Barmirz Hamitron, barrister, has been 
— to act as secretary tothe Colonial Conference. Mr. Hamilton 

eldest son of the late Admiral William Alexander Baillie Hamilton 
He was born in 1844, and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1872. He has been for many years a clerk in the 
Colonial Office. Bac ten P pote ~ secretary to Mr. James a when 

‘or and, and he is now private e 

mood em hed ae ene private secretary to the Secretary 
Mr. J. G. Dauzztt, Footy of 12, Clement’s-inn, has been appointed 
Commissioner f 


a for Affida 





PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 


Cuartes Burirx and Grorce hog “gag Fi gene & Parr), of 
a mgr The said ture carry on the said 
ership wi Herbert 0 Charles Butlin (son of the said 
Charles. Butlich under the style or firm of Parr & Butlin. March 11. 
Raxpotrrx OnAmpEn.ary and Joun Davin Borsrs Lewis, solicitors 
(Chamberlain & Lewis), of 20, Bucklersbury. March 12. 
[ Gazette, March 18, ] 








At a meeting of the London Guarantee and Accident Company (Limited) 
held on Tuesday, the directors that the new premiums for 1886 
were £16,759 10s. 5d. The um income for the year, less bonus and 
rebates to assured and re-assurances, was £42,912 18s. lid., and the 
interest on investments £4,278 7s. 2d. The claims amounted to 
£20,090 17s. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF 


REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 




















WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gagette-—Fripay, March 18. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES. 

LuoaiTeD 


IN CERY. 
‘ACTURING CORPORATION, LimiTED.—Petn for windi 
14, directed to be heard before North, J., on Saturday, 26. 


neem 
, color for 
ohnreesF OrEi, LIMITED.— for winding up, powented March 16, directed 
yee before Stirling, J,,on March 26. Cutler & Co, King st, 8t James's, 


oR yy ogo tapes Bee Bee. OF ie ee 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES D LVED. 
ARISH OF Dinszat,t 


up, 


Mar. 26, 1887; 
PRIDE OF THB VALLEY LODGE INDEPENDENT ORDER OF ALFREDS, 
mg of Inn, Cwmfrwdore, nr Pontnewynydd, ee 
mouth. “March 14 


Union ata Parca gir wc may Son a March 12 


London Gaszette.—TUESDAY. 
JVINT STOCK COMPANIES 
Ame SLATE AND SLAB Co. .e 


it, is m, $0 Bigs ee py bts and 
BoyYTHORPE COLLIERY afadice an oder made by Suneng. 7 -» dated 
March 12, it was ordered ‘that the company be wound up. Church & Oo, Bed- 


ford row. solors tor pemere 
Beas ap. . presented March 19, directed to be — 
heard before Stiring. _— on —— 2; & Co, Bedford row, agents for 
Simpsn. seeds. = for petners 

THomas WEBB & —By an order matte» 
14, it bar 2 ordered oh tb 3 above be wound “Bo Co., Lincoln’s inn fields, 
agents for Barlow & Co, Birmingham, solors sooaemne 

—Petn for winding up, 


Vere. Sere Mg oR ne Co., 
be heard before North, J., on April2. Gedge 


21, 
yard, petners ro person 


In CHANCER 
BricutTon District Tramways Co.—Stirling, 
at 12, at his chambers, for pone Bia te of official liqui 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES pes apn 
RENEWED PaRWIcH FEMALE FRIENDLY Society, Schoolroom, Parwich, Derby, 


resented March 
Co, Old Palace 








March 16 
CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES ‘IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day oF 


Cua. 

w Tu nek. tom tee om ery 
ARDE, omas, Ac’ 4 01 

bitty, J. Leader, St. s Bente chardiaerd 
D : : Kingston ‘upon Hull, Wine Merchant April 15. Came 

ENISON, WILLIAM, upon p ron 

v Denison, Stirling, J. Shearman, New inn, Stran 
London Gasette.-—Frmay, March - 


Crocker, James, Field pl, Clerkenwell, Cabmaster. April 15. Ularke v Crocker, 
Chitty. J. Martie, London Wall 
Gnvems, , Gert. April 20. Grundy v Grundy, 


th, Bit idham 


Thompson v Warde, 


gro Gasstte.—' TUESDAY, March 22. 
nin ill mak peaten. April 19. 


St Swithin’s lane 





Novices TO CREDITORS UNDER RELIEF 
ould be sent to 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF CLA, 
London Gazette.—FRipay, March 11. 
ANDREW, ALFRED, eengoeny Solicitor. April 1. Andrew & Smith, North- 


on Rnah- ADMIRAL  UILLIAM, 0.B., Virginia Water, Surrey. April 2, 
Langham & Son, mq 


Bartow, Francis, Montagu sq. Esq. Aprili2. Bowlings & Co, Essex at 


Braltuw. 
Beddoe 
Bui 


Bunxak, THOMAS, oa Ptiadink Gent, April 19. Gidley & Son, Plymouth 
Oorzy, Hewry Francis, Cheltenham, Esq. May 1. Ticehurst & Sons, Chel 


Cpsten, Bouuae Aston, Gecovence st, Haq, April 10. Baker & Co, Lincoln's | 


Holman, Gt Winchester st 
East, ELIZABETH, Bessom st, New Cross. Aprili7. Ruddle, Greenwich rd 


Fiowers, Tuomas, Beachampton, Bucks, Farmer. March 31. 
GLossoP, CAROLINE, Martin st, Sheffield. April 23. Vickers & Co, Sheffield 
Hors, Hannan, Fulshaw, Chester. May4. Lawson, Manchester 

Harter, Joserx, Barrow in Furness, April20. Morgan & Nalder, Barrow in 


Jeffery, Worcester 
UTTON, CHARLES, Halifax, Merchant. April 23. Walshaw, Halifax 


Seccccaten eieshenninit iiliedr bin hamianien. April1. Gale, Cheltenham 
rae eS eee April 9. Lickorish & Bellord, Queen V 


Knapp, Mary Lzicu, Shanklin, 1.W. April 20. Western & Sons, Hesex 
ManrsHAlt, ‘amin, Emsworth, Hants, Gent. Aprilit. Blake, Porteea 





e — —— 5 —  — ti 
York, March 14 


epinmeiniag 5a" 


Pay, See WAKEFIELD, Chester, Esq. April 23, Parry & 0% 


Rte ont S Pereten March 31, — 


by Chitty, J.. dated March ~ 


a Perriiit 


yf Geneteenee 5 Hall, Feige Farmer. April 16. King 


oolley, Z 
Bowsy, ANN Harbour, Durham, Innkeeper. April 21, ~ 
Scott v Bowey, North, J. Wetherell, Sunderland ¥ 
MAN, THOMAS, Simon burn, North orthumberland, Cartwright. April 20. Herd- © 
man v He Chitty, FR jun, 
Tayior, Mary 


Essex. April 2. Turpin v Pain, Ohitty,J, Hunt, ~ 


Acr, for insertion in, the 4 


Gasette o to Harrison an: d Sons, Pub- — 
lishers London Sanctie 8t. ‘e-lane, W.O. The Gasétte is published every es 
Tuesday and Friday.—(ADvT.] 


AsnworTH. Mary ANNE, Belfield Mill, nr Rochdale. April 8. Jacksons & Godby, — 


= ~~ Satesreeaaneepanscrd atin onerapnatinatr 2 April 1° : 
SaBaH, Piccadilly. April 1. Rogers & Co, Victoria st, Westminster ~ 


ag 


Davipson, Roser, Wardie, Edinburgh, Sub Accountant. April 30. Lyne & 


Navtor, Mary Ann, Hanworth rd, Howmsiow. April 3. Venning & 00; — 


Bockett v Campbell, Chitty, J, 


ee Ae 


REE YC 


re 





E 


Huaiis, Witttax, West Hartlepool, Gent. April 2. Fryer, West Hartlepodl | ae 
Hammonp, Matruew, Salford, Licensed Victualler. April 16. Slater & Oo, © dion) 


Horxins, THOMAS Munevrrn, Bedwardine, Worcester. April 2. Ronald  ™™™ 




















Mon- 


before 
ebts or 
ay 3, at 


, dated 
», Bed- 


i to be 
its for 


March 
| fields, 


March 
Palace 


arch 31, 


Derby. 


Warde, 


ameron 


rocker, 
trundy, 
. King 


itty, J. 
pril 21, 

Herd- 
, Hunt, 


in the 
ns, Pub- 
i every 


, North- 
April 21, 
t Godby, 


April 1% 


stminster 


ns, Chek 
Lincoln's 
Lyne & 


h rd 
sangdon, 
field 


arrow in 


[artlepool 
er & Oo, 


Ronald 
neen Vic- 
Essex st, 


ng & OO; 
cry & Oy 
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Pocus, Doseeny Aum, O64 Kent rd. April 12. Arkcoll & Cockell, Tooley st 
Nou , Addison gdns, Kensington, Gent. April 14. Enfield & Son 
Rosrnson, JOHN, Scarborough, Esq. July 1. Turnbull & Co, Scarborough 
Rowisee hes pol Hewry, Croydon, Surrey, Solicitor. April 30. Rowland & 
SAUNDERS, ANNE, Dorset gdns, Brighton. mance Boxall, Brighton 


SuIRREFF, Octavius LanGrorp, St shire, Old Brosd be 
minster, Share Dealer. April 18. "Morey © Gut Broad st, 
fide Sopaia, Hasiings. April 1 ag ty 
Sramantpen, 1 yee. Copthorne, Surrey. April 6. ee ee 
STEEL, DAVID, > Kent. April 90. Grundy & Co, Queen Victoria st 


Soursmsos. Frances, Ashbourne, Derby, Widow. June 24. Alderson & Co 
Vickers, Martann, Bridgnorth, Salop. April13, Warren, Market Drayton 
Vow er, Hargrert, Pyworthy, Devon. April 9. Cooke, New inn, Strand 
WRIGHT, UAROLINE Jame, A = aad ter, Eastbourne. May 3. Emanuel & Sim- 
monds, Finsbury cir 
London Gaszette.—TUESDAY, March 15. 

an, oe Tuomas Foster, Oxford st, Stepney. April 25. Atkinson, Wood- 

SPENCER i rma Cheltenham, Captain. April 13. Ticehurst & 


Chelte: 
oor Sei, Gueltenharn Wigan, Lancaster. April7. Cooper, Wigan 
peeenere, RicuarpD, Ancoats, Mancnester, Cabinet Maker. April 12. Walley, 
an 
Dame, Apes. & South Norwood pk, Surrey, Butler. Apr 14. Herbert & Co, 
Frevome, ia Pe Sonn. Copthorn, Surrey, Farmer. Mar 26. Hogan & 


ee ee 8 lane, Cannon st 
Joun, Freemantle, Southampton Clerk. Feb 10. Algar, Ab- 


ponte yd lane 
PrasEr, GERTRUDE ELEONORA agese, Palace houses, Bayswater hill. r 20. 
We i}? te it 
we -5-4 Tuomas Hops, Melton Mowbray, Esq. May1. Davidson & Co, 
8 


Recent WWatuas Eastwoop, Eccles, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. May 16. 
Bs les & Ogden, Manchester 
GGIE, 


ewcastle upon Tyne, Ropemaker. May1. Steel, Sunderland 
Harvey, Jane, Hastings. Apr ié. Meadows & Elliott, Hastings 

Hawkrns, Rupscoa, Beverley, York. April 20. Barker, Hull 

HeaTH, Martin, Heathfield, Crewe, Chester, Esq. June 2%. Cooke, Orewe 
a Gipson, Blackheath, Kent, Esq. April 23. Lamb & Oo, 
Hussnr Bs CHARD . Harbledown, nr Canterbury, Esq. Aprili?. Law 


CHARLES 
& Oo, New aq, Lincoln’s inn 
HvurTcHinson, Haurret, Halifax. April 80. Wavell & Co, Halifax 


Lacy, ee ee ee Pall Mall, General. May 5. 
0 Es JOHN. OW evtet estar Bice rd, gi cluth Manufacturer. April 20. 
AKEY, ns! 
Stoc’. Qneen Victoria st aga 
sag pe JAMES, New Swindon, Wilts, Master Tailor. May1. Wise, 


Prowet?, Nevit Horatio Epwoop, St. John’s Wood rd, Esq. May 1. Dalston 


Riapy, ANNE, Cheltenham. April13. Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 

RicsBy, Marrna, Cheltenham. April 13. Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 

mame, f if StTzerHen Francis, Southsea, Esq. April 10, Richardson & Sadler, 
en sq 

prarsgse. Hiner, Southampton, Accountant. April 22. Hickman & Son, 

SHEWARD, THEOPHILUS, West Bromwich, Butcher. May 1. Burton, Birmingham 

Swinpin, James, Walkley, Sheffield, Cutler. May 11, Wake & Oo, Sheffield 

pation, Temas. Lees, Ashton under Lyne, Cotton Spinner. May?. Tweedale 


TaomPson, Many WARREN, Weston super Mare, May 16. Wrentmore, Bedford 
row 








WARNING TO INTENDING Hous® PURCHASERS AWD 


.—Before 
expert from eo Tie Senttery nelnceriag & Ventilation Oar tT 
ster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ven’ tilation of Offices, &o. 


an 
‘est- 
Apvt.] 
FURNISH 0 ose Ser [; No Depasts RA pera aige =] 
€ wholesale ‘firms. Off 79, Queen "Branches at 

Mall, 5.W. & 9. Liverpool-st.. E.C. Goode delivered froxs—{ 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, March 18, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AnpERnson, FREDERICK, Norwich, Licensed Victualler. Norwich. -Pet March 14. 


Ord March 14 
AncuEr, Henry Exwest, Manchester. Salford. Pet Jan28, Ord March 16 


Baxer, ALFRED BaTH, Ealing green, Ealing, Builder. High Court. Pet Dec 13. 


Ord March 16 
rr em Monn micas Nottingham, Pet March 
ome tnx » Masham, Yorks, Farmer. Northallerton. Pet March 15. Ord 


is 
Brewis, 7™ Sunderland, Butcher. Sunderland. Pet March 14. Ord 
c “Opa ha pepeee Axa, Plymouth, Outfitter. East Stonehouse. Pet March 
Huwesr Eoxvxo, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham, Pet March 16. 


Ree TE roe ee ian Cee ae de Conch Batisen: Eingsten 





Cuvncunt, Sipwxy Jou. Bridgwater, ‘Wine Merchant. Bridgwater. Pet 


Corron, rok 15. Ord Mara 16. swansea, Genit. Swansea. Pet March 14, 
Davmwnn ski Hast, Oui, out € Dasines, Carlisle. Pet March 15. 
tg, Castes, Marwood, Devon, Farmer. Barnstaple. Pet March?. Ord 


DICKINSON. Ltrex, jun. Hoyland Nether, Yorks, Butcher. Barnsley. Pet March 


era" Alnte?, Shofleld, Knlfo Manutaotarer. Shafleld, Pot March: 
EL.icort, Nutta Rewperc, Topsham, Devon, Innkeeper. Exeter. Pet 


eee. 3, = Bristol, Carpenter. Bristol. Pet March 14. Ord March 14 


Bio” Sane tte De Ver Se High Court, 
Gsouce, Shetheld: Praiterer. Sheffield. Pet March 14. Ord March 14 

Howry ae Northumberland, Grocer. Newcastle 
Been, Valea Licensed . Dudley. Pet Merch 4. Ord 
Davin, Aberystwith, Innkeeper. Aberystwith. Pet March 16. Ord 


16 
N Mon. 
pee,” , Rei Mowpert, Man, Siam Tag. Opnee, ewport, 


weet March 18 Ora  egeenpehiaipeaiais stein . po 
RoBeEkt, cum Nottinghamshire, Farmer. Lincoln. 
March 
Kivo, Ewan, Tye, Sanem,. Conabbuiiden. Hastings Pet March 15. Ord 


Kiexearnion, Jances, Nottingham, Draper. Nottiogham. Pet March 3. Ord 
Laxexay, Hans 5 Hayvonran,. Ming's. Orem of, Eetetpe. High Court. Pet 
Anan ravtare, Paw witli Gloucester. Pet March 15. Ord 


an ae Yorks, Mason. Bradford. Pet March 15. Ord March 15 
weemcltarah tt, Ord Match 18 co esnsas, ‘ee anh High Court: Pet 
Mor@an, Swansea, Builder. Swansea. Pet March 14. Ord March 14 
4 moneg Bageame, Ferd, ax Gheewsbusy, Beteher. Shrewsbury. Pet 
Monoas, Jous, Liangwrig. Farmer, Newtown. Pet March 
Muntsem, Morzast., Birmiaghem, Provision Decker. Birmingham. Pet March 
aun ty 1 pm Kingston upon Hull. Pet 
N 1a Ord Marek fee een, Madeley, Shropshire. Pet 
PALFREYMAN, JosEPH, Sheffield, Wheelwright, Chesterfield. Pet March 15. 
ae aaa est Worcester, Stationer. Birmingham. Pet 
PREEDY, ae, teem, Santienntem, Chinn. Seale Southampton. Pet March M4. 
Rapyonp, Hosun? Jos, Bridgwater, Potter. Bridgwater. Pet March 16. Ord 
Rane Wits Hasny, Nevth, Auctioneer Neath. Pet March 14. Ord 
ELxo st, Tottenham ct rd, Tailor. High Court. Pet 
et gt Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Eg pet norte bam High Court. Pet 
ct, Ord Meth Wenn ae es Leeda. 
aim 2S ee Surrey, Trainer of Race Horses. Croydon. 
Hewey, Halesworth, Butcher. Gt Yarmouth. Pet March 16. Ord 


se pam tem ope Swansea. «Ps ang Ord 


ee Se EE a Sieh ne 
sander Rete 


vane, Je sorare. South Norwood, Butcher’s Assistant. High Court. 
Wanseeneaty Jou, Barrow in Baker. Ulverston and Barrow in Fur- 
Wanrria, ness ot Match i Ord Butcher. Liverpool. Pet March 14. Ord 





wan toe Onn, Nottingham, Plumber. Nottingham. Pet 
bea sft, Moinehan, Lomact Vitae Notting- 
wari oon Be Ape wet 
woes Ord March 18 Birmingham. Pet March 
Wnricut, Witt1aM, Horncastle, Lincoln, Joiner. Lincoln, Pet March 15. Ord 


March 15 
Wrun, CHARLES 


Morera, Nottnguam, "Tot Masch 10, Ord Maren 1a Seam Pia 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
es High Court. Ord Jan 12, Reso 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
pnt 


Plymouth, Outfitter. March 98 at ii. 15, Frank- 


Com ab 2 ti 


ar 
oe 
=. 
on 
“ag 
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pean” — 4 ephegeenaen March 2% at 11, Off Reo, 6, 
Currixe, W faLTaR, Sutton, Publican. March 28 at 8. 100, Victoria st, West 


oe, - a Stafford, Fishmonger. Apriléat%. County Court, Stafford 
Davzr, J. ioe Epinebeine. Lincolnshire, Farmer. Marth % ‘at 2. 


Davrpeox, SAMDEI, Hs ren be Be out of business. March 29 at4. Off Rec, 34, 


Exomppan, Wsnuian Bow An, Toobrides., Gro. March $8 at 3. Bpeiicer & 


opt § Sa ra, Innkeeper, Marth % at 3. 
i Licensed Victualler. March @ at 2. 
seni av Gert Ean dct Wells 7 
YNNE, address unk no March % & 2.3). 
ange, Liooin's inn Hovde 
Fritz, J and JORM & Clifford st, Bond st, Tailors. March 25 
at 11. kruptey bldngs, Lincoln's inn fields 
, Bristol, ter. March 28 at 3.30. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, 
win, Reading, out of business. March 90 at 2, Queen's 
Warkworth, N’ ‘berland, Grocer. March & at 
11. Off Ree, Pink ine, New > 
saat ges der 4% pee , Groc’t. March Batik. OF 
enti dig, i. Trodgen™ pct, Ng Mon, Steam Tug Owner. Match 28 at 72. 
re Scturer. March %atrt. Baskragnay 


‘JOSE i ae Of Reo, Yi, Quiy Ht, 
Hewky, Shipley, Yorks, Masoh. March 2% at11. Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 
ser March 2% at 11.30. Off Rec, Ogaéi’s chiibrs, 

ottingham, Lace Manufactarer. March Yat 12. 


High ement, Not ham 
vi iD 
Spiga pate ios mi ara, ( Chemist. March # at #2. Off Rec, 


Briley ge Manchest cy 
= ae March % at 10.15. Edward Thothas 


Onaktiks Morrox, Man- 
Mencheats. io uae NO ee en Code en 


nes aaa March 9 atii. Of Reo, 6, Rutland st, 
xe Ford, nr Shrewsbury, Batchér. March 30 at 10.30. 

wer chines, Shrewsbury. 
eryman. March % at 11.30. County 


aviiie Basis adeley, 
PabkErR, RicHArD, ham, Horse Dealer. March 3i at 11. Off Reo, Bir- 
PreEepyY. Joy, Southampton, Ohiha Dealer. Match 28at®. 4, East st, South- 
, JOHN, Newport, Salop, Hay Dealer. April 6 at 2.50, Ooutity Court, 
towne Sony, Petizance, Clothier. March 2% at 19. Off Rec, Botcawen st, 
Riks, Witttie Harr’, Neath, Auctioneer. March % at 2.30. Oastle Hotél, 
Neath me 
an Newclietle On Tye, Auctioneer. March ® at 11. Of Rés, 
pe vm Semin, EL, Lane Dealers. Mardh % 

row 
te Om bagi, Park rom, Ld Grover, Match % ati. Of Reo, 6, albert 
a tgs 

Svtcuirre. Baby Lineh Dealer. March % at 12. Off Rec, %, Park 
Swazxey, ‘OHN, Bolton, Lants, Farm Bailiff. Marth 26 &t 11. 16, Woda st, 
‘Aux, Coven Heith, Staffordshire, Coalmaster. March & at 8. 

Wolverhampton 
Burton on Trent, Boot Dealer. March 25 ‘at 2.30. Of Res, 


Wanttas, Bowano, Botthport, Pork Butcher. March Bat 8. Off Reo, %, Vic- 
witate hows Tee, 


‘ eae, DARE. March % at 1%. Of Rec, 1, Hith 
-— > Sete sitter, te BYLRg UR, Groeee. Apri 24t3. Of Rec, 


TORRONE, Abby Pach, Lélccbtetstiire, Fititior, Matuh $s wt 18, 


28, Friar lane, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Cheshire, 


eemGnere, Fates Fee ba Sar ¥, atpen, C out of business, Nantwich and 
orks, Farmer. Northallerton. Pet Mar 16. Ord Mar 15 


Slatin taal, Cemaued, paume Sunderland. Pet Mari4. Ova Mar 14 

Bnccuanes, Gapscs Altes, Plymouth, Outfitter. East Stonehouse. Pet Mar 
Pt Coach builder 
popes Mal fei erie oa Marts ee as. ewe 
Busines Northumberland, ietualler. 

spon Tyne, Bet Mat “Ora pina he A _ 
. Pet Feb’. Ord Maris 
Canremit, meas neh, Geetaten Wee SheMield. Pet 
CoatE: Sige Mase. , Sheffield, Station Master. Sheffield. Pet FebWi. Ord 
Corry, Jos Lzwis, Blackpill, nr Swanses, Gent. Swatisea. Pet Maré. Ord 
James, Nottingham, Timber Dealer. Nottinghaih. Pet Mar?. Ord 


Dats, Tuomas, Stafford, Fishmonger. Stafford. Pet Mar9. Ord Mar 15 


Davinsow, Bamcer Hatt, Carlisle, out of business. Carlisle. Pet March 15, 
Daxnm, LEs, Sutton on the Forest, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet March 12. 


Ord 

De J and JOsE BaRBADILLO, Heddon st, Regent st, Woollen Met 

fp AS Pet Jan 22. Grd Maret 1 ae 

Daviess, Avatar Palette Knife Manufacturer. field. Pet 

aoe aol ree Neweastic on Tyne. Pét 
eee Ord Merch it” a, ™ ¢ = 


Hower, 








Ironmonger. Oxford. Pet Feb ie i, 


Mereworth, Kent, Farmer. Maidstone. Peb Fob © 
REET. wc High Ootitt. Pe Fob %. On” 
onus Bea As, Wobtiighsm, Pliimbers’ Merchant. Novenghait. Pet FO ws 
ona BristA, Carpenter. Bristol. Pet March 1 On | 
Hitrimay, Wittiaw, Maldon, Essex, Draper. Chelmsford. Pet Feb 4. Ord © 
aunt Palbeie, Brighton, Accountant. Brighton. Pet Feb ii. Ora q 


i, SheMicla, Fraiterer. Sbeffila. Pet March 14 Ord March ia © 
Howey, Jins Ouse Warkworth, Northumberland, Grocer. Newcastle on — 


Huet, Salve Sumer, Builder, Brighton. Pet arch & Om | 
Hi Dudley, Licensed Victualler. Dudley. Pet March 4 Ord © 
InvING, | Sa Penrith, Cumberland, Millwright. Carlisle. Pet March 2, q 

orksop, Nottingham, Saddler. Bheflield. Pet Fob 17. Ord — 


me aoe. Oswaldkirk, Yorks, Farmer. Northallerton. 
oe Saree On 


Jo * 
Rf Filheli, Carnarvon, Quarry Manager. Bangor, 
Kine. Epwarp, Sussex, Coach Builder. Hastings. Pet Warch 1%. Org © 


15 . = 
ee irc 18 Milford Haven, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. Pet March 8, OM 


Laurence Pountacy Hill, Agent. High Court. Pet Juhi — 


tee Ste a Gea March 
as | ern High Court. es j 
Mor@an, ta a Marchant, Mtnchostar oar. ot 4.23 
wompes Hobo Gi % Mansfield, Nottingham, Hotel Keeper. Nottingham, 3 

Huway, ley, ley, Salop, Nurseryman. Madeley, Shropshire. Pet 
Raywon, BENJAMIN, Yorks, Builder, Barnsley. Pet Feb ta. Ont 4 
REEs, WipuaM Ha®ky, Nedth, Auctioneer, Nedth. Pot March 4. Ord 

He, N on Tyité, Auctioneer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pot © 
SHEPP ‘ Ton, Wattord, Herts, Baker. St Albans. Pet Feb % Ord ” 
Surg, Hewry, Halesworth, Suffolk, Pork Butcher. Gt Yarwiouth. Pet _ 
Rovran une Davin, Guoriey, Lanes, Giocte, Delton, Peb March 41. Q0m 
Srevaxs, EDWARD, Swansea, Coppersmith. Swansea. Pet March 16. 
eo Bolton, Lancs, Farm Bailiff. Bolton. Pet March id, 
TH 
THOMPSON, cy Wemesen, Solicitor. Worcester. Pet Feb 8. Ord March i4 — 


ALLIN hp oe * sv csemill Ulverston and Barrow & 
wig eae 


. Taverpool. Pet March 14, On 
cccaduenaaane in Leeds. Pet Feb 22. Ord Marche 
tess. Se ee ee Manufacturers, 

; Bontardulais, Gla Froamonger. Swansea, Pet heh fe 
foriicastle, Toler. Liweoln. Pet March 1s, Gra Maboh ¥6 3 7 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. : 


Ww: 
Wie: 


Wiittamson, Joum, jun, Thornhill rd, bury, Road Contractor. ' = 
art.” Adjad May'2%, 1804. aang Maton 10 Hi 


re) 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, March 22. 


Fenchtiteh #t, Timber Merchant. Wigh Court. | 


Piss. Oxtora. Pet Mars. Ord Marto 
Booru, James, Gt Grimsby, Tallor. Gt Grimsby. Pet Mario. Ord Mar to ; 
oes, DaCiae, , St Thomas rd, Hackney, Agent. High Court. Pet Mari7. Ord” 


WN, CHARLES, Mansfield, Notts, Ale Merchant. Nottingham. Pet Mar 18 
Brown, JosEPH, Northampton, Builder. Northampton. Pet Mar 17. Ord Maris” 


THOMAS 
2 JAMES, 
ee Gt acto eouralype Licensed Victuallér. Chitin | 


Derbyshire, Licensed Victualler. nae See 
_ a ae Pet March 19. Onl 
Lincolnshire, Farmer. Great Grimsby. Pot March 


omc 
upon Hull, Draper. Kingston upon Hull 


a a , Waleall Pet March 7, Ord March tr 


Barnsley, Yorks, out of business. Bitnsley 
St aoe 


Diiiiimet, ‘Sint, ‘Ut Wet 4, of 





, Yorks, Mason. Bradford. Pet March 15. Ord March 6 — 


Lantacrisgaer, Carnarvon, Mariner. Bangor. Pet March i : @ 





et Feb 


Feb %s. 

Ord 
i. Ord 

Ord 
faroh 14 
astle on 

Ord 
4, Ord 
larch 2, 
17, Ord 
Bangor. 
S. Ord 


, Fah 14, 
arch 15 
Pet Feb 
N, Man- 
roh 14 
ingham, 


fe. Pet 
22. Ond 
i. Ond 
1. Pet 

2 Ord 
h. Pet 
11. Ord 
6. Ord 
id, Ord 
larch 14 


fareh i4 
xrow ii 


ii, On 


ch 16 
acturers. 


Pet Fes 
March 16 


High 


seicester. 
th Court. 


ar 19 
17, Ord 


tt Mar 16. 


rd Mar 18 
yurt. Pet 


dgwater, 
Pet Mar 
ttenham. 
eld. Pet 
19, Ord 
et March 
on Mull. 


arch 17 
lay. Pet 


ryatwyth, 
Watch 17 





















Gacaatan, Jom, Whitby, Yorks Joiner. Stockton on Tees and Middlesborongh. | Han 
Guonap, WairEn, King st, Clerkenwell, Jeweller. High Ooutt. Pet March 19. 
GupERT, ws THOMAS, Crefiicld rd, Ealing, Gent. Brentford. Pet Jan 31. 
yponas, Kenehurch st, Timbe Merchant. High Uourt. Pet 
Malton, Yorks, Innkeeper. Scarborough. Pet March 18. 
Worcestershire, Beerhouse Keeper. 
rth es Mar “pier "Rochester. Pes Math o. OM 
Brewt Hexby, ‘Figh #, Camden Town. High Uourt. Pet March 11, Ora 
Honngs, Remit, Butherland tk, Batrow st Glass Merchant. High Gourt. 
Jackson, Ord Marsh ie Oambderland, Farmer. Whitehaven. Pet March 
Jrrvanias, Hewat, © ridgwater, Baker. Bridgwater. Pet Mardh 16 Ora 
ere nacre Hig Gat Earn Oat Wares Oe 
and March 18, Ord March 18 
gouns, Jouy. Welchpool, Montgomeryshire, Grocer. Newtown. Pet March 19. 
KEUDALL, say Jon, Leamington, Fishmonger. Warwick. Pet March 19. 
iio, Gea Onans, no fixed abode, Draper. Northampton. Pet Feb 2. 
eAOY, anes ALOnaEUE, Liverpool, Timber Merchant. Liverpool. Pet M arch 18. 
Lz — ~y> Lyd i 3 FS sane ag A on Severn, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Bristol. 
ga, Faas , Scarborough, Watchmaker. Scarborough. Pet 


i8 
Lroms, bee White’s row, Spitalfields, Grocer. High Court. Pet March 


7 Jmee Daren Victoria st, Commission Agent. High Cours. Pet 
Jan 18, Ord March 
ditch, Clothier. High Court. Pet March 1%, Ord 
March 17 


NYE, pe “1 a, Regent's Park rd, Stationer. High Court. Pet March 19. 


O'Dwyer, A Viaors, Belgrave rd, Gent. High Court. Pet FPebs. Ord Feb os 
pa, Yon oe RobEEt, New Maldet, Clerk. Kingston, Surrey. Pet Mar 16, ' 


RItzy, “howdy Oswaldtwistle, Mason. Blackburn. Pet Mar 19. Ord Mar 19 


RoBinson, W: Weighman. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 

oA yo | Mg | Ay 

Russkiy, Howant, Leeming m, Baker, Warwick. Pet Mari. Ord Mar 1d 
Wi 

SILK, Wiad Rp Ramagete, Agricultural Implem snt Agent. 

STOKES, CHARLES, rated, Diouber. Luton. Pet Mar17, Ord Mar i? 

Swany, RicharD, and Srermen Srooxs, South Normanton, Colliery Proprietors. 
Derby. Pet Mar 18. Ord Mar :9 

Tarr, Janet, neces vd Gee eereathems biteinen, no occupation. Wandsworth. Pet 


Tervemsat, JAaMEs, Wakeseld, Builder. Wakefield. Pet Mariz. Ord Mar 17 
TayLor, Cu4RLEs, Mold, Flintahire, Joiner. Ohester. Pet Mar19. Ord Mar 19 

ETH M. »N Mon,.Cabinet Maker. N M 
ree aie One Se ee gaara 
ee HENRY, Manchester, Seedsaman. Manchester. Pet Mar 7. Ord 
Waasyeney, Hewry, address unknown, Gent. High Court. Pet Oct 27. Ord 
WILLIAMS, W1i11am Epwanrp, and AxrrrbD Prosszr, Bristol, Builders. Buistol. 
Woodniit Joun Lurce Weston, Gheshiirs, Chemist, High Cows. Pet iebs 

Ord March 17 


Woopgouss, PR, Fae Walthamstow, Cabinet Manufacturer. High Couit. Pet 


anna nc hy RE that published in the 
London Gazette of March 19, 
RADFORD, peatne Jon, Bridgwater, Potter. Bridgwater. Pet March 16. Ord 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Waipu, foge Buiss Liverpool, Slate Merchant. Liverpool. Ord Dec 15, 
a ee, Walthamstow, 4 % at 11. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
ANDERSON, FREDERICK, Norwich, Licensed Victualler. April 1 at 12, Off Rec, 8, 
va, cone, Eis : wee Eel, March 29 at 11. Off Reo, 
coln’s wialle: ie, 
es Groraz, No’ ham, Marine Marine 4 Stare Dealer. March 380 at 8.80, Off Reo, 
Bevan Jon Groad oingbem, 
Ee EN March ®at li. Of 
Soa ettan, West , Grader. April 5 at 11. Off Reo, Bix 
mat a Northampton, BHullder. March Sit i. County Court, North- 


“aha ottingham, Grocer. March 1 &t 4#. Ga Red, 3, 
aa , Grover. March 29 at 2.90, Bankruptoey 
8 
acts 18, 38, Oarey “Gann ieee 


Joke, Bridgwater, Winé Mutchant, Mazch 9 at 11. Bristol 

confi oe “3 ‘Hove, Auctioneer. March 99 at 22, Off Reo, 4 

= ALBERY, a Huwry PAatrer, Petherials et, Islington, 
con ealigar, tanh 2 it on” Shake 


ath 108, ‘Vitoria st, Weeteninster 
Corron, AnTauUR James, Gt Yarmouth, Silversmith. April 1 at 1. bark nd 
st, Norwich 


terwell rd, Brixton Hill, no ooctipation. March { 





Oxtord st, Trunk Maker. March 81 at 11. Bankruptoy 
Fruiterer, March 90 at 8, Off Reo, Figtree lane, 


vont ee Shipping Agent. March 81 at 2.50. Bank- 




















Farmer. March % at 12.30, 


“Sigg sete se March #1 at 4, Oodnty 
, nr Ulverston, Farmer. March 20 at 10.90. Bun 
porrahweie te seg March Si at ti. 93, Carey 

Hornsey, Builder, March 29 at 12. 


March 

Hotel, 

Roots, ike evotend. é taller, Apr 1 at 10.26. %, OffA St, Here. 
Rv, Bow, Su Saint Micheet, Herefordshire, Penet. Apr 1% 0. 


eee eet r,t Angst Wate, Le 


Wanp, saghinegtny ses mean March W at. Off Red, 2, St Benedict's 

Se ree ralesworth, Saffélic, Pork Batéher. April 1 bt 12.90, Of Ree, 6, 

men He ee sna rot March 90 11, OM Reo, 6, Rutland 

ei rene a Wieich Bat 11. OM Mae, Paik ot Wes, 
Dean, Builder. March 8 at ti. 

ana i Ba Mariner. April 6 at 12. Queen's Head 

a March 29 at 2.30. 

mF st, Hoxton, Oonfesticher, March at 

Wrst, eee do at tY. Of Roe, #8, Patk tow, 

Onn, Mansneld, Notts, Piimiber. March 90 at 12. Of Reo, 1, 

tapleford, Notts, Licensed Victualler. March Yo wt 11. 

sen fd, Tottenham, Travelicr. Mirch % at i. 80 

a, Bristol, Builders. Marct 

2041. Of Reo, 2, St. Benedict's 


prdbowssc 
ANDERSON FREDERICK, Norwich, Licenied Victualler. Norwich. Pet Marct 


‘ieee Ga , Tailor. Great Grimsby. Pet Mabch 1. 


Boss, pramepray mentary High Ooart. Pot Makch 17. 
Downs rcs, Bradford, Coal Merchant. Bradford. Pet March &. Ora 
omit, , Oranborne ter, Manor pk, Bullder. High Court, ipsa 
OSEPH, 


ae ponmnag BesKgreadhe 
Brown, 


my ae Pet Feb 5. Ord March 19 
CHunomit, 8 f ammty esp 0m ag se! 
a eee 
ofp a sans rn a 
Derbyshire, Licensed Victualler. Sheffield. Pet 

1rd, Button, LatePublicen, Graydon, Pub Mer 5. Ord 














Cox, ‘OND , address unknown, Gent. March 90 at 9.30. i, ontey ot) € 
Day, Guones, st, Portland pi, ter. 90 ab iL. 
Gara on Carpenter. March | 





ri March 1 at 11, Bank- 
Fes Buia Aine tina 

Birmingham, Conteotioner. April 6 sb tt. Of Reo, Bir. 
—— March 9 ab3. Of Reo, Chiedicr 
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or ee Barnsley. Pet Mar 


Tied a Binbrooke, Lincoln, Farmer. Gt Grimsby. Pet March 17. 
ENRY comm, Kin Eiageten upon Hull, Draper. Kingston upon Hull. Pet 


“« 
Epwarps, Joun, Walsall, Thakeober. Walsall. Pet March 16. Ord March 17 


nee Wim aeyane. + eee Kent, Grocer, Tunbri Wel's. 
eS. a. t. ao ae 


Seven an Licensed, Victualler. Tunbridge Wells. Pet 
Paeablarc TO yor March erston, Corn Miller. Ulverston and Barrow in 
A orn 
Furness. Pet Jani. Ord March 19 oe ae 
GattizE, Jouxn, Whitby, Yorks, selbe Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
Ooms, Somes Wistuaw. Sard art We Gir N d Ryde. Pet Feb 
y rocer. 

Oud = own, ewport an yde, e 
Farm, Fyre, Ne New Malton, Yorks, Innkeeper. Scarborough. Pet March 18. 
HAWTHORNE, Jou Benyamin, Reddi Beerhouse K 
nope Fy a tains Vesa ih aes 

el cen. et 
Ord March 19 7, " 


ORTON, ARTHUR, Sutherland gdne, Mere rd, Window Glass Merchan’ 
we = “1 Ww ow t. High 
Jay, pasee | Old Town, Ciapham, Upholsterer. High Court. Pet Feb8. Ord 


Swen Huxny, Bridgwater, Baker. Bridgwater. Pet March 18, Ord 
Janae, EEser, Birmingham, Confectioner. Birmingham. Pet March 3. Ord 
Jomo, Wagsax, J Appleby, Westmorland, Surv2yor. Kendal. Pet March 
Joume, Joun, W. Welchpoo, Montgomeryshire, Grocer. Newtown. Pet March 19. 


ex gy RicHarp vitvedhenn, Pork Butcher. Wrexham. Pet March 10, Ord 
‘arch 17 

, Sutto: Lound, Not 'k Lincoln. Pet 
a Mara i fare 4 witcn com I ny ottinghamshire, ‘Farmer, nco! e' 


Kum, Gaeps , no fixed abode, Draper. Northampton. Pet Feb 21. 


Lacy, Jom rs 3 Azores, Liverpool, Timber Merchant. Liverpool. Pet March 
rd Marc 
Lzar, JaMEs, Licensed Victualler. Birmingham. Pet March 10. 


Ord March 1 
L2z, Jouw, Menchester, Jeweller. Manchester. Pet March 5. Ord March 17 
Lope, Laonszp, White's row, Spitalfields, Grocer. High Court. Pet March 


Sanemian Somme a Liverpool. Pet Feb 28. Ord March 17 

Mrzzs. Janne, Leamington, Watchmaker. Warwick. Pet March 10. Ord 
Moses, comp, Samunr, Houndaditch, Clothier. High Court. Pet March 17. Ord 
ming | Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Birmingham. Pet March 


0. Ord March 
Te SMALE, Regent’s Park rd, Stationer. High Court. Pet March 19. 


Oman. Jon Jou, “Mountbarrow, nr Ulverston, Farmer. Ulverston and Barrow 
in Furness. Pet March 4. Ord March 10 

. CHARLES PLUwER, residen known. h Court. Pet Feb 15. 
Ord March 18 — ~ 


Pures, Poase, Portslade, Sussex, Baker. Brighton. Pet Feb 21. Ord March 17 
Puiiirs, CHARLES Joyce, Swindon, Builder. Swindon. Pet March 1, Ord 


March 
PRESTON, youn, Newport, Salop, Hay Dealer. Stafford. Pet Feb 25. Ord 


ELxin. Goodge st, Tottenham Court rd, Tailor. High Court. Pet 
Ruy, “Gronor, Ord March 16 
Gzoncz, Oswaldtwistle, Mason. Blackburn. Pet March 19. Ord 


pasas, Destingice Weighenen. Stockton on Tees and 
Pet =. 16. " March 
b vay 2 tag Dated st, Camden 4: ‘builder. High Court. Pet 


ma ot 
_—y: ~aleN Stockport. Pet March 9. Ord March 17 


SHELDON, Sent, Stockene 

ne, Waslax SETTERFIELD, Agricultural Imp] t Agent. Can- 
Pet March 18, Ord March 18 caer ae 

STrewanrt, co Matcoum, Liverpool, Broker, Liverpool. Pet Jan 29. Ord 

SToKEs, Ceanees, Luton, Blocker. Luton. Pet March 17. Ord March 19 


com, | yaar, TMarborne, Stafford, Plumber. Birmingham. Pet March 

Swann, Ricwarp, and and Srarmx Sroous, South N rmanton, Colliery Proprietors. 

or eee are oS sain Builder. High Court. 
Pet Jan 20. Ord March i¢, Mo hy Se 


a a I ea co 


at” pot Mare fe 





Vurron, Wares, Foun ot, Barbican, Gtrew Board Liner. High Court. a el 
Vive, Josern, Portland rd, South Norwood, Butcher’s Assistant. High Court, ~ 


Pet March 15. Ord March 16 
, Seedsman. Manchester. Pet Mar 7. Ond © 


is ‘March 18 ' 
arc! 
Wess, £LIZABETH, Hove, Spinster. High Court. Pet Jan26. Ord March 19 


Waresa, JOunrn. West Green rd, Tottenham, Traveller. Edmonton, Pet ~ 


4. Ord March 16 
Wu114Ms, Davin, Mold, General Dealer. Chester. Pet Feb 24. Ord March 17 


ai” gg a gigi Sheffield. Pet Jan 2. Ord | 
1 st, Oxford st, Musical Instrument Importer. High | 


ate Bet feb sb cong > Manufacturer. High Court. Pet. 
March 16. Ort Mana ° d 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


BaRNETT, James Vesey, Bridgwater, Accountant. Bridgwater. 
Annul March 


Adjud Jan 16, | 
10 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


March 29.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER, at the Mart < 
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OLLASTON.—On no i", eas ab Cape Colony, the wife of Francis E. Wollaston, © a 
magistrate, of a 


Wi 
resident 
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